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Current . Topics. 


The Law Society's Report on the Finance Bill. 


THE COMMITTEE appointed by the Council of the Law Society 
to consider the Finance Bill have issued a carefully considered 
and well-reasoned report which has been eto by the Council 
and is printed elsewhere. They very properly call attention, in 
the first instance, to the manner in which the Bill seeks to 
exclude the ordinary jurisdiction of the courts. They point out 
that this is a fresh development of the policy, so marked in 
recent years, of conferring extraordinary powers on public 
departments and officers, or of referring questions arising upon a 
statute to a special tribunal. To excend this system, “ as the 
present Bill does, to a taxing measure in a way enabling the 
taxing authority to determine the case in which taxes are to be 
levied, and that without appeal to the courts, appears to [the 
committee] to be in the highest degree objectionable, and 
even unconstitutional.” There ought to be little difficulty 
in getting Parliament, quite a from any political 
considerations, to adopt the view of the committee 
(a) that the liability of the subject “to taxation should be 
strictly defined by the Act imposing the tax ; (b) that he should 
have free access to the courts of justice for the determination of any 
question affecting his liability.” The report points out the 
instances in the Bill in which these principles are contravened, 
and states that in the first twenty-one clauses of the Bill there 
are no less than thirty-four cases in which the judgment or deter- 
mination of the commissioners is to be law without app 1 to 
any judicial tribunal. The Bill, with its extremely complicated 
provisions, is one on which, if it becomes a statute, the guidance 
of judicial interpretation will be pre-eminently necessary, 
as we have already urged, strenuous opposition should be offered 
to the attempt to make the Treasury and its officers and referees 
judges in their own case. 


“Valuations of Land and Minerals. 


THE COMMITTEE of the Law Society also call attention in 
their report to the extent to which the Finance Bill “introduces 
the element of speculation into a sphere in which certainty and 
precision are of paramount importance.” The operation of 


| the land taxation clauses depends upon valuations of property 


which must often be made in the ye: of the = tert = 
regular and open market for the 
subject of valuation. Moreover, the 





\ valuations contemplated by the Bill deal not merely with property 
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in its actually existing state, but with property divested of many 
of its actual incidents, so that the resulting valuation will be 
doubly hypothetical ; and if in the case of ungotten minerals the 
valuation is not open to this criticism, yet it will be made in 
respect of a subject which is, perhaps less than any other, capable 
of having a reliable value placed upon it. The valuation of 
minerals under clause 15 (1) must, the committee observe, 
“depend upon mere guesswork--a most slippery foundation for 
any system of taxation which makes any attempt to be fair and 
reasonable.” Another objection which the committee urge is 
that the Bill lacks precision in its language ; in particular, the 
term “ minerals” is not defined, and yet it has proved in practice 
a matter of the greatest difficulty to determine whether particular 
substances fall within the category. \ For instance, the question 
whether china clay is a mineral has quite recently been the sub- 
ject of discussion in the Court of Appeal.in Great Western Railway 
v. Carpalla China Clay Co. (1909, 1 Ch. 218), where FLETCHER 
Mov ton, L.J., intimated that he was not “rash enough to ven- 
ture a definition of ‘ mineral,’ though certainly in the same sen- 
tence he made the attempt. » This, however, shews the difficulties 
which are likely to arise if the Legislature- uses such a term in a 
taxing statute without giving it exact definition. And other points 
noticed by the committee are, that the estimated revenue from the 
proposed land taxes is so small that their imposition can be held 
over without seriously affecting the finances during the current 
year, and—a matter which we have already emphasized—that 
the measure will prove extremely costly to work. The report 
also contains detailed criticisms of the clauses under which the 
various land taxes are to be imposed ; and in regard to the un- 
developed land tax, the committee, while not discussing the 
principle of special taxation of undeveloped land, point out the 
difficulties which must arise in practice in levying the tax. 
Lastly, they raise a proper, but we fear unavailing, protest 
against the doubling of the conveyance stamp duty. The 
report deserves careful perusal, and is an important contribution 
to the discussion of a subject with which—speaking in no political 
sense—the Government appear to have very much over-weighted 
their financial proposals. 


Winding-up on Debt under £50. 


ALTHOUGH THE Companies Act, 1862, did not prescribe an 
limit as to the amount of a debt which would justify a pele f 
sory winding-up, yet the court was not unnaturally averse from 
allowing this procedure to be instituted for the purpose of com- 
pelling payment of small debts. The relevant provisions as to 
winding-up petitions are now contained in sections 129, 130, and 
137 of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908. Under section 
129, one of the grounds for winding-up is that the company is 
unable to pay its debts. Under section 130, non-payment of a debt 
over £50 for three weeks after demand in writing is to be taken as 
shewing that the company is unable to pay, but this is the only 
where the £50 limit is mentioned ; other means of proving 
insolvency can be used, and section 137, which confers on credi- 
tors the right to present a petition, imposes no limitation on the 
amount of the petitioning creditor’s debt. Hence the court, 
while it discourages petitions founded on small debts, has not 
taken up the position of excluding them. In Herbert Standring 
& Co. (W.N. 1895, p. 99) VaucHAN Witi1AMs, J., intimated 
that a winding-up order on a debt under £50 would not carry 
costs ; and in Fancy Dress Balls Co, (W. N. 1899, p.109), where 
the debt was £21, Wricut, J., dismissed the petition with costs, 
on sap aera that no special ground for a winding-up order had 
been alleged and proved. In Le Leyton, &c., Cycle Co. (W. N. 
1901, p. 225) an order on a debt of £35 was made without costs, 
but subsequently, upon its being stated that creditors to the 
extent of £128 supported, the usual order for costs was made. 
same question has arisen before NeviLiE, J., in Re The 
World Industrial Bank (Limited) (W.N. 1909, p. 148). It appeared 
that the company, which had never commenced business, and had 
no assets except considerable uncalled capital, declined to call 
any of this up to pay a debt of £35. Under these circumstances 
NEvILLE, J., held that, while he did not wish to encourage the 
- presentation of winding-up petitions for small debts, the case was 
emphatically one in which it was just and equitable that the 





company should be wound up, and he made a compulsory order, 
with the usual order as to costs. 


Litigation Relating to the Removal of Paupers, 


AT A meeting, a few days ago, of the Guardians of the Borough 
of Hammersmith, the acting clerk read a letter from the solicitors 
stating that the court had dismissed an appeal by the Wands. 
worth Guardians from an order as to the settlement of a pauper, 
In a discussion which followed, it was stated that the case had 
been in the Law Courts for the last twelve months, and that the 
costs would amount to between £500 and £600. The chairman 
suggested that a question of this description might be determined 
without reference to the Law Courts, and it was finally agreed 
that a report of the proceedings relating to the case should be pre- 
pared and submitted to the Local Government Board with a view 
to the necessary reform in the administration of the Poor Law, 
Cases relating to the removal of paupers are nothing like so 
common as they formerly were, but they are none the less a 
troublesome and unsatisfactory branch of legal business. The 
judges of the High Court have had, for the most part, little ex- 
perience of the Poor Law statutes and particularly of the pain- 
fully obscure provisions of the Divided Parishes Act, 187%. Any 
knowledge which they may acquire from the argument of a case 
is quickly forgotten. It has more than once been necessary for 
the House of Lords to unravel difficulties which have perplexed 
the intellects of the High Court and the Comt of Appeal 
Passing from the troubles of judges to those of ratepayers, it must 
be observed that the charges for the maintenance of an additional 
pauper are often far exceeded by those of a hearing before 
justices, with evidence of pedigree, including tlat of witnesses 
summoned from different parts of the kingdom ; a re-hearing at 
quarter sessions ; the statement of a case for the High Court; 
the argument before that court, and on appeal to the Court of 
Appeal. Complaints have recently been very ju:tly made of the 
tendency to interfere with the jurisdiction of the High Court of 
Justice, but we cannot but think-that a rough and ready mode of 
settling the liability of a poor law district for the maintenance of 
an individual pauper has much to recommend it. 


The Duty on Undeveloped Coal Mines. 


THE CLAUSES in the Government Finance Bill which relate to 
the duty on undeveloped land and mineral rights are not likely 
to escape the most lively discussion, and there are some facts in 
the history of coal mining in this country which may well cause 
anxiety to those who are liable to contribute to the new taxes 
introduced by the Government. The principle of the Budget is 
that unworked minerals shall be valued according to the price 
which their owner could realize if he chose, and if the Government 
officials are not satisfied with the valuation made by the owner, 
they may make an independent valuation having regard to opinions 
which may then prevail as to the probable success of future 
workings of the minerals. Will the Government for this purpose 
resort to the prospectuses of companies which have been formed 
for the working of adjacent mines ? We understand that within the 
last thirty years a number of companies have been registered for the 
purpose of coal mining in Kent, the capital of these companies 
amounting in the aggregate to three or four millions sterling. 
It may be assumed that in each case the promoters were able to 
supply evidence of the value of the seams of coal in the property 
acquired by them. ‘Their hopes have not been realized, and the 
companies, or the greater part of them, have been failures. If the 
scheme of, the Chancellor of the Exchequer had been carried out 
at the date of the formation of these companies, it cannot be 
doubted that duty would have been charged on a valuation of 
minerals which experience has since shewn to be wholly fallacious. 
Few persons are more sanguine than those @ngaged in the search 
for minerals, and if their rash and incautious statements are to be 
adopted as a measure of the valuation of undeveloped property,» 
a rich source of revenue will be at the disposal of the Inland 
Revenue authorities. . 


Ad Valorem Duties on Agreements. 


THE Court of Appeal (Times, 23rd ult.) have affirmed the 
decision of CHANNELL, J., in County of Durham Electrical Power 
Co. v. Inland Revenue Commissioners (Weekly Notes, 1909, 
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p. 54), imposing ad valorem duty on an agreement for the supply 
of el ctricity. The upholding of such duties by the courts has, 

rhap3, become inevitable since the decision of the House of 
Lords in National Telephone Co. v. Inland Revenue Commis- 
sioners (1900, A. C. 9), but it is entirely the result of the applica- 
tion of the Stamp Act to unforeseen circumstances. Under the 
Stamp Act, 1891, bonds, covenants and instruments of any kind 
whatsoever, which are the only or principal security for sums of 
money payable periodically, are subject to ad valorem duty. In 
the case just referred to, it was held that this applied to an 
instrument under hand as well as under seal, and notwithstanding 
that the inst:ument was a telephone agreement, and was more in 
the nature of a lease than of a security for money. Though in the 
nature of a lease, it was not a lease, and was not chargeable under 
that head so as to be exempt under the head of “ Bond,” &c. 
In the present case it was sought to obtain exemption on the 
ground that the agreement was for the sale of “ goods, wares, or 
m rehandise.” But the Court of Appeal declincd to settle the nice 
question whether e'ectricity came within these words. Even if it 
did, the exemption applied only where the agreement was “ not 
otherwise specifically charged with any duty,” and here it was 
charged with ad valorem bond duty. That duty, it was said, did 
not apply only to a collateral security for an obligation created 
aliunde, but applied to a case where the instrument itself created 
the obligation to pay. The present is not a favourable time for 
exempting any instruments that have once been brought within 
the clutch of the Inland Revenue Commissioners, but it should 
not be impracticable to check this unforeseen development of 
taxation, with all the inconveniences and litigation to which it 
gives rise. 


Personal Attendance before Justices. 


A QUESTION of great importance to the public was recently 
decided in a Divisional Court, namely, how far it is sufficient 
for a person summoned before justices for a non-indictable offence 
to appear by counsel or solicitor. It is remarkable how little 
authority there is on a point which must have arisen many times. 
The defendant in the case had been summoned to answer a 
charge under the Motor Car Act, 1903, and had appeared by 
counsel, but had not personally attended. After hearing the case 
in the ordinary course, the justices convicted the accused, and 
then a question arose as to his identity with a person who had 
been convicted previously of a similar offence. This question 
could not be settled in the absence of the defendant, and the 
justices accordingly adjourned the proceedings and issued a 
warrant for his arrest. The High Court in Rex v. Thompson and 
Others, Justices, quashed the warrant and prohibited any further 
proceedings thereunder. Now, under section 2 of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1848, upon a sworn information being laid for 
any offence punishable on conviction, a justice has power, instead 
of issuing a summons, to issue a warrant in the first instance. 
It is, however, well established that, except in very serious cases, 
justices ought not to issue a warrant in the first instance where 
a summons will probably be equally effectual in securing the 
appearance of an accused: see O’Brien v. Brabner (49 J. P. 227). 
The section goes on to provide 
issued and served, and the person so served does not appear at 
the time and place prescribed, then the justices may (subject to 
cei tain conditions) issue a warrant for his apprehension to answer 
the information. But in such case they have discretion, instead 
of issuing such a warrant, “ to proceed ex parte to the hearing” 
of the charge, and to adjudicate upon it as if the accused had 
“ppeared. Section 12 allows any person against whom an informa- 


Hon is laid to make his full answer and defence by counsel or 


attorney. The question was, whether, having issued a summons 
in the first instance, and the accused having duly appeared b 

©unsel, the justices bad any right to require his personal attend- 
ance. This question the High Court has answered in the negative, 
following a decision of Lord CAMPBELL’s in 1853 (Bissell v. 
Wilson, 22 L. J. M. C. 94), which appears to be the only authority 
on the point. Undoubtedly the statute is somewhat obscure on 
the subject, but if appearance by counsel is not a sufficient 
obedience to the summons, we have this absurdity—that in such 
circumstances justices can proceed to hear the case “cx parte,” 


that if a summons is! 


before the court. This involves the refusal to hear counsel in 
attendance, and cannot be correct. On the other hand, it is obvious 
that there must be many cases in which it is necessary, in order to 
Psecure a conviction, to identify an individual. If that individual 
is not present, identification may be very difficult. The justices 
may, presumably, adjourn the case for the attendance of the 
accused, and draw their own conclusions from the fact that be 
refuses to attend. But the recent case shews that that is 
the limit of their powers, and that they cannot by issuing a war- 
rant secure the presence of a person whom they cannot sum- 
mon as a witness and require to give evidence. In the future, 
therefore, it seems as if justices will have to be pressed to issue 
warrants in the first instance where it is foreseen that identifica- 
tion will be difficult. This will hardly be a result of the case 
satisfactory to offenders against the Motor Car Act ; but in such 
circumstances it is by no means improbable that the High Court 
would not hold that the issue of a warrant was justifiable. 


Departmental Autocracy. , 

AN ARTICLE in the Times of the 24th of June, under the head 
of ‘Departmental Autoeracy,” calls attention to the danger 
arising from the modern usage of granting to some branch of the 
executive power to do, or to forbear to do, important acts and 
to interfere with private rights without control by courts of 
law. The writer has collected a number of instances from the 
statutes of the last and previous sessions in which questions 
arising out of the execution of their powers are referred to the 
Treasury, the Local Government Board, or some other public 
department, and it is provided that the decision of sush depart- 
ment shall be final. It is a familiar principle of all systems of 
jurisprudence that, where there is no judicial department to 
interpret, pronounce, and execute the law, to decide contro- 
versies and to enforce rights, the government must either suffer 
in its authority or certain of its departments must usurp powers 
for the purpose of commanding obedience. Any attempt to com- 
bine judiciary with executive power was in former times easily 
detected where the action was on the part of the Crown. 
But there is no effective check on the omnipotence of Parliament; 
the confusion of the judicial and executive powers and the 
supersession of the jurisdiction of the ordinary tribunals escape 
notice in a tedious discussion of numerous clauses in a Bill, and 
a principle is sanctioned which is opposed to the traditions of our 
law. The attention which is now directed to this growing evil 
may place some check upon its further pro especially with 
regard to the exclusion of the courts inteuded by the clause in 
the Finance Bill to which we drew attention a fortnight ago. 


Assessors to the Privy Council. 

IN OUR issue of the 9th of January (anée, p. 173) we called atten. 
tion to the singularly limited powers of the House of Lords and™ 
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council with respect to summoning 
assessors to their assistance in deciding appeals. The judges were 
summoned to attend the House of Lords on the second hearing of 
the appeal in Allen v. Flood (1898, A. C. 1), and no later instance 
of this seems to have occurred. No instance of a colonial judge 
having been called in by the Judicial Committee under the recent 
Act of 1908 seems yet to have occurred. The limited power of the 
_ Judicial Committee to summon bishops as assessors in ecclesiastical 
cases has, however, recently been exercised. In Lovibond v. Lee 
(Times, 25th of June) leave to appeal from a decision of the Con- 
sistory Court of Hereford was asked for, and the petition was 
heard by the Lord Chancellor, Lord MACNAGHTEN, and Lord 
ATKINSON, with the Bishop of Lonpen, the Bishop of LicHFIELD, 
and the Bishop of HEREFORD sitting as assessors. The presence, 
' on the hearing merely of an application for leave to appeal, of three 
assessors to assist the three judicial members of the Committee 
seems to indicate the value attached to assistance of this kind. It 
also furnishes a strong argument for giving the House of Lords 
and the Judicial Committee the ample power of summoning 








assessors which is possessed by the Su e Court of Judicature. 
The necessity of surrounding the Judicial Committee with some 
sort of a local atmosphere is surely r where the appeal comes 


from oversea courts than where it is a decision of a court in the 
diocese of Hereford that is in question. 





which must mean as if the prosecutor and his witnesses were alone * 
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International Arbitration. 

WE REFERRED last week to the late M. DE MARTENS and his 
work. He had gained a reputation as an arbitrator as well as a 
jurist. But, in his character of arbitrator he remained a jurist. 
The peculiarity of arbitration between nations, and on matters of 
international law, is that the arbitrator, in order to be successful in 
inspiring confidence and inducing ready acquiescence in his deci- 
sions, must be a lawyer deciding questions of law and not a mere 
juryman deciding questions of fact. International law is not very 
old in Europe yet, and not many international lawyers have yet 
appeared. Probably it will be long before an English lawyer 
attains the eminence already attained by more than one Con- 
tinental jurist. Our insularity in jurisprudence is against us. The 
French, Spanisb, Italian, and even the German jurists, have more 
in common with each other than they hive with English jurists 
But for this very reason an Englishman (or for that matter an 
American) who can succeed in placing himself upon the same 
plane as the Continental in the science of jurisprudence, will 
certainly be able to take a more sweeping view over that plane 
Nothing increases and strengthens a scientific knowledge of law 
like an acquaintance with another system, or, better, other 
systems, of law than that of the lawyer's own nationality. Tue 
example of DE MARTENS should stimulate English lawyers to be 
less chary of cultivating the comparative method. 


The Times Law Reports and Solicitors. 


THE SERIES of volumes known as the Times Law Keports began 
in the year 1884. As in other reports, the names of the solicitors 
of the parties to proceedings are given at the end of each case re- 
io But although these reports are apparently printed off 

rom the type set up in the newspaper, the practice of the Times, 
until recently, has been, in the :eports as given in the newspaper 
day by day, to omit all menti n of the solicitors’ names in cases. 
On Tuesday, June 22nd, an innovation with regard to this was 
inaugurated, and in the issue of the 7imes for that day the names 
of solicitors were given as in the volumes of reports. This prac- 
tice is apparently intended to be continued as the normal one. It 
is obviously a very useful one for everyone who has occasion to 
consult the reports in the 7imes newspaper, and the only remark- 
able thing about it is the delay in introducing it. 


The Late Mr. F. K. Munton. 


A VALUED correspondent of this journal of many years’ stand- 
ing, and 2 man widely known for his public spirit and devotion 
to the interests of the profession, died under sad circumstances 
on Thursday in last week. Mr. Munton had been over forty 
years in practice, and was for many years a member of the 
Council of the Law Society, and was chairman of the County 
Courts Committee, in which he took a deep interest. He 
was a member of the Selden Society from its fou: dation, and 
was for many years honorary treasurer. On his retirement last 
year, the council passed a resolution recording their grateful 
thanks for his services. For some years past Mr. MUNTON had 
been compelled by his health to winter in the south of France. 
He always, when absent irom England, kept his eye on current 
legal matters, and was especially interested in the question of 
the longevity of lawyers. 


The Attendances of Members of the Council of the 
Law Society. 

WE PRINT elsewhere the list of attendances on the Council and 
committees of the Law Society (other than the Discipline Com- 
mittee) during the year ending on the 31st of May last. It discloses 
an extraordinary number of attendances (160) by the President 
and by Mr. Barker (149). Mr. WiInTeRBOTHAM had 120 atten 
dances and Mr. Raw ie 97. 


The Undeveloped Land Duty. 

From A rough calculation, says a correspondent, I estimate 
that the undeveloped land duty on Lord’s Cricket Ground will 
exceed £300 a year. 





On Wednesday last, Clause 1 of the Finance Bill (Duty on Increment 
Value) was passed in Committee of the House of Commons, 








The Duties Affecting Land under 
the Finance Bill, 1909. 
v 


Increment Value Duty and Reversion Duty (continued) 

There are a few questions, chiefly matters of detail, which 
remain for consideration. 

The returns of both the total. value and site values of land 
are to be made by the “ owners of land,” clause 16. The owner 
is defined by clause 27 to be the freeholder, except that where 
the land is let on lease (not being a mining lease) of which 
more than 50 years are unexpired, the lessee is to be deemed 
the owner. The result is that, where the land is copyhold, the 
lord of the manor, where the land is in lease for a term not 
exceeding 50 years, is the reversioner, and that where the land is 
let for an unexpired term of more than 50 years, the lessee is 
to make the return. It will be observed that in some of these 
cases the person who is to make the return is not the only 
person who has an interest in seeing that it is correct. Probably 
it is intended that some provision should be made by the Com- 
missioners giving all persons who are interested in the land an 
opportunity of appealing; but some provisions to that effect 
ought to be inserted in the Bill. No doubt any person aggrieved 
may appeal (clause 22), but a person interested in the land who 
is not the person to make the return may not know that it has 
been made, and may lose his opportunity of appealing. 

Although increment duty is not to be charged on the grant 
of a lease for a term of less than seven years, still, it will be pay- 
able on the transfer of such a lease, as the lease is an interest in 
land under clause 2b; probably this is an oversight. 

Contracts for the sale of growing trees, underwood, or of a crop 
of grass growing on a permanent pasture, or of the fruit on fruit 
trees, are contracts for the sale of interesis in land. While it is 
probable that they will not be held to be interests in land within 
the meaning of the Bill, the matter ought to be made clear and 
not left to the decision of public officials. 

The provisions for assessing increment value duty will cause 
great difficulties in the case of leases of property in London. It 
must constantly happen that a sub-lessee does not know who the 
freeholder is, and even if he knows who he is, he will not know 
what was the original site value of his holding. Also he will not 
know whether an increment value duty has been paid either on a 
sale by, or the death of, the freeholder or the head lessee. An 
example will make this more clear. Suppose that A., the free 
holder, grants a building lease for 99 years to B., a builder. In 
all probability B. will build a house on the plot, and grant a sub- 
lease for the residue of the term of 99 years to C. in considera- 
tion of a premium, reserving a rent larger than the 
rent reserved by the original lease, so as to create an improved 
ground rent; C. sublets to D. for a common occupation lease. 
If either A., B., C., or D. sells his interest in the land, or dies, 
increment value duty will be payable. It is obvious that the 
amount of increment value duty that has been incurred on the 
sale by, or death of, one of these people will not be known to the 
others of them, and great difficulties will occur in ascertaining 
the amount of duty payable on’ any transaction, as it will be 
remembered that it depends on the amount that has already 
been paid. 

It may be said, with some reason, that these difficulties are 
mere matters of detail; but it must be remembered that 
expense and delay in dealings with land arise mainly from 
matters of detail. 

Some provisions ought to be inserted as to raising by mort- 
gage the duty payable on periodic occasiohs under clause 1 (¢) 
by a corporation. This is of particular importance i 
the case of a corporation sole. Assuming, though it 
is not clear, that the duty is payable in respect of 
the house occupied by a clergyman as such, it may be impos- 
sible to get anyone to accept a City living where the increment 
duty is high. 

Some of the difficulties we have pointed out with refer 
ence to increment value duty will occur in the case of reversion 
duty. To! return to the example we have given. No revert 
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sion duty will be payable on the determination of the lease 
to D. if it is for a term not exceeding twenty-one years, 
but if it exceeds that term, duty will have to be paid by C. 
That duty depends on the total value of the land at the time 
when the lease was granted, a matter which C. may have no, 
means of ascertaining. The calculation is also complicated by 
the very obscure provisions of clause 8 (4). Further difficulties 
will arise, both as to increment value duty and reversion duty, in 


‘eases where the land originally comprised in a lease has been 


divided. 

Now, while we do’ not think that the difficulties we have 
pointed out are insuperable, we think that they deserve the 
careful consideration of Parliament. It must be remembered 
that in the County of London the greater number of sales are 
for sums under £1,000, and are made by poor people, to whom 
every expense, however small, is a matter of importance. 


Undeveloped Land Duty. 


The Bill provides, clause 10, that :— 


10.—(1) Subject to the provisions of this part of this Act, there 
shall be charged, levied, and paid for every financial year in respect 
of the site value of undeveloped land a duty, called undeveloped 
land duty, at the rate of one halfpenny for every twenty shillings 
of that site value. 

(2) For the purposes of this part of the Act land shall be deemed 
to be undeveloped land if it has not been developed by being built 
upon, or by being used bond fide for any business, trade or industry 
other than agriculture : 

Provided that where any land having been so developed becomes 
vacant or unoccupied, or ceases to be used for the purposes for 
which it has been developed, it shall, after the expiration of one 
year be treated as undeveloped land for the purpose of undeveloped 
land duty until it is again developed. 

(3) For the purposes of undeveloped land duty, the site value 
of undeveloped land shall be taken to be the value adopted as the 
original site value, or, where the site value has been ascertained 
under any subsequent periodical valuation of undeveloped land for 
the time being in force, the site value as so ascertained : 

Provided that where increment value duty has been paid in 
respect of the increment value of any undeveloped land, the site 
value of that land shall, for the purposes of the assessment and 
collection of undeveloped land duty, be reduced by a sum equal 
to five times the amount paid as increment value duty. 

(4) For the purposes of undeveloped land duty undeveloped land 
does not include the minerals underneath the surface of the land. 


The duty of one halfpenny for every 20 shillings of site 
value is the same as 5 halfpence in 100 shillings or 50 pence in 
£100. If the part of the rent of the land attributable to the site 
value is £2 10s. for every £100, then the duty is one penny 
in the shilling on that part of the rent. 


11.—(1) Undeveloped land duty shall not be charged in respect 
of any land where the site value of land does not exceed 
fifty pounds per acre. 

(2) In the case of agricultural land exceeding that value, un- 
developed land duty shall not be charged so far as the site value 
of the land is due to the value of the land for agricultural pur- 
poses. 

(5) Undeveloped land duty shall not be charged on the site 
value of any parks, gardens, or open spaces which, in the opinion 
of the Commissioners, are. open to the public as of right, or on 
the site value of any parks, gardens, or open spaces reasonable 
access to which is granted to the public, where, in the opinion of 
the Commissioners, that access is of benefit to the public as con- 
tributing to the amenity of the locality, or on the site value of any 
land which is used for the purpose of games or other recreation 
where the Commissioners are satisfied that the use of the land 
is for the benefit of the public or of the inhabitants of the locality, 
and that the land is so used under some agreement with the owner 
which, as originally made, could not be determined for a period 
of at least five years. 

The opinion of the Commissioners as to matters arising under 
this subsection shall be final and not subject to any appeal. 

(4) Undeveloped land duty shall not be charged on any land 
not exceeding an acre in extent valued together with a dwelling- 
house for the purpose of inhabited house duty, and where land 
consists of or comprises gardens or pleasure grounds exceeding 
one acre but not exceeding two acres in extent, an allowance shall 
be given in respect of any undeveloped land duty payable on the 
land of an amount of duty bearing the same proportion to the 
whole amount of duty payable as one acre bears to the whole extent 
of the gardens or pleasure grounds, 


Agricultural land, which comprises arable land, meadows, 
woodlands, pastures, market gardens, nursery grounds and allot- 
ments, may be divided into three classes, 





First, where the site value does not exceed £50 per acre. In 
this case duty is not chargeable. 

Secondly, where the site value exceeds £50 per acre, and is 
entirely due to the value of the land for agricultural purposes ; 
in this case duty is not chargeable. An example of this may be 
found in the land in Romney Marsh. 

Thirdly, where the site value exceeds £50 per acre and the 
value is only partly due to the agricultural value of the land; in 
this case the duty is only chargeable on the excess. This will 
be the case of a market garden or nursery ground near to a 
town. 

The tax on a market garden will be heavy. Suppose that the 
site value is £100 per acre, producing a rent for the site alone 
of, say, £4 per acre, the duty will amount to 4s. 8d. per acre, 
equivalent to an income tax of over one shilling in the £ on the 
site value. 

It is by no means clear whether a Yorkshire moor covered 
with heather, or a Welsh peat bog, may not be liable to duty 
unless it can be shown that it affords some food for.sheep or 
cattle. 

As a general rule a park attached to a mansion in the country 
will not be liable for duty, as though it is called “ park,’’ it is 
really either meadow or woodland, and therefore is agricultural 
land within the meaning of the Bill. There may be a question, 
where the park is solely used as a deer park, whether it is agri- 
cultural land, but it will often happen fh such cases that the 
owner will be exempt from tax on the ground that “ reasonable ”’ 
access is granted to the public, and that, in the opinion of the 
Commissioners, that access is of benefit to the public. (See 
clause 11 (3).) 

Let us now consider the case of land used as a farm which, 
owing to its being near to a town, has a prospective value, 
though it is not ripe, for building. Suppose that the land has 
an agricultural value of £2,006 and is let at a net rent of £75, 
and that its prospective value for building is £5,000. The site 
value is certainly more than £3,000, but taking it at £3,000 only, 
the duty is £6 5s., ¢.e., one-twelfth of the net rent. 

There appears to be an idea amongst those who are not very 
familiar with dealings in land that landowners stand out for 
absurd prices for building land. This is certainly not the case 
where the land is agricultural land near a town, in which case 
all the amenities of the land are destroyed, and, as a rule, the 
owner is very anxious to sell, but in all cases where the land 
is settled, or where the sale is made by a mortgagee, the vendor 
is bound by law not to sell at an undervalue. 

As a general rule, the owner of land ripe for building does 
not attempt to develop it himself. The development of pro- 
perty of this nature requires much skill and experience ; many 
of our readers know of landowners who have seriously injured 
their fortunes by attempting to develop their land when they 
had not the skill to do so to advantage. The business of 
developing land for building purposes is a business of itself. 
Although the land may be ripe for building, and although the 
owner may be ready to sell at a reasonable price, he may be 
unable to find a purchaser, as the builders who develop land in 
that neighbourhood may have already taken as much land as 
they can manage. 

The imposition of this duty will fall very hardly on persons 
who have bought land for building which is not sold quickly. 
Take the case of the Wimbledon Park Estate. This was, we 
believe, sold about 1852 to a gentleman who developed it as a 
building estate. There are still a large number of acres unsold, 
and duty will have to be paid in respect of them. 

There is a popular idea that persons who develop land for 
building make very large profits, but this is contrary to the 
observed facts. No doubt, if a man has skill and luck, he will 
make a profit, but it must be in the knowledge of many of 
our readers that often the speculation is a failure. 

We will now consider the case of undeveloped land which is 
not used for agricultural purposes, ¢.e., land which is not used 
for any business, trade or industry. In discussing this it 
must be remembered that the duty is not charged on any land 
not exceeding one acre in extent, valued together with a dwelling- 
house for the purpose of inhabited house duty, clause 11 (4). 

The practical effect appears to be that all land used for any 
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purpose of pleasure, except’a garden not exceeding in extent 
one acre occupied with a dwelling-house, is to be liable to the 
duty. It appears that rifle ranges, racecourses, football or 
cricket grounds, lawn tennis courts, croquet lawns—in a word, 
land employed for any ‘purpose of amusement, is liable to the 
duty. It is difficult to see the object of taxing land employed 
for purposes of this nature. Surely Parliament does not intend 
to revive the idea, commonly held some ninety years ago, that a 
good boy or young man must of necessity be a creature who 
takes no exercise? Of later years the wiser doctrine—namely, 
that if boys and girls are to study hard they must play as much 
as possible in the open air—has prevailed. 

We have some difficulty in seeing why gardens should be 
taxed, or why, if a tax is imposed on them, an exception for 
a small garden should be made. The pleasure derived from 
a garden by its owner is perfectly harmless to others, and the 
amount of land used for gardens cannot be sufficient to raise 
the price of land. 

Assunting, for the sake of argument, that having a flower 
garden or a tennis court is an offence for which a small fine 
should be imposed, it can hardly. be said that a man should 
be fined for having a kitchen garden. We may point out that, 
though the tax will not be serious on a garden in the country, 
where the site value is but small, it will be perceptible in the 
neighbourhood of towas, where the site value is large, and where, 
in the interests of the public health, it is important to have 
open spaces, even if the public have not access to them. 

In the suburbs of London it is not uncommon for a house, 
built at a cost of £4,000 or £5,000, to stand in a garden of about 
three acres, having a site value of from £1,000 to £3,000. The 
duty, it will be seen, is heavy, and if two acres were sold, so as 
to escape duty, the total value of the rest of the property would 
be seriously depreciated. 

The exception in the latter part of clause 11 (3).in favour of 
land used for games or recreation will have but little effect, as 
it applies only to land used for the purposes of games of recrea- 
tion “where the Commissioners are satisfied that the use of the 
land is for the benefit of the public or of the inhabitants of the 
locality, and that the land is so used under some agreement 
with the owner which, as originally made, could not be deter- 
mined for a period of at least five years.’’ It can hardly be said 
that the use of land as a private lawn tennis club is for the 
benefit of the inhabitants. 

Probably the playground of a private school would be exempt, 
on the ground that it is bond fide used for the purpose of a 
business, and the schoolmaster might allege, and if the case were 
to be determined by a court of law, probably with success, 
that he would lose the boys if he did not provide a proper play- 
ground for them. As most private schools are situated near 
towne, the site value must be high. We recently saw a valua- 
tion made of a private schoolhouse and the land attached to 
it. The value of the land, without the buildings, which would 
be about the site value, was £200 per acre, producing a duty 
of 8s. 4d. per acre. 

Cricket fields and lawn tennis clubs present some difficulties. 
Probably, if the ground is private, and strangers are only 
admitted by invitation, the land would be liable, as it could 
hardly be said to fall -within the exception in clause 11, 
(3). Where the land is kept by a professional for the 
purpose of making a profit by the gate money, or giving lessons, 
it may be held that it is used for a business and that it is there- 
fore exempt. The difficult case is where a club use the ground 
for their own purposes, but on match days admit the public on 
payment of gate money. In this case the club can hardly be 
said to carry on business, so that duty will be payable. If the 
latter view is correct, the Treasury will make a very good haul 
from Lord’s. : 

We may point out that clause 22 (2) contains the objectionable 
provision that the opinion of the referees as to matters arising 
under the sub-clause is to be final and not subject to any appeal. 


Mineral Rights Duty. 


We do not intend to discuss what are minerals; the cases will 
be found collected in Lord Provost of Glasgow v. Farie (13 








App. Cas. 657), and Great Western Railway Co. v. Carpalla, 
&e., Co. (Limited) (1909, 1 Ch. 218). 

It does not appear from the Bill how the value of the minerals 
is to be ascertained. There is, we believe, a town overlying 
seams of coal. It is clear that it would not pay the freeholder 
of a house to sink a shaft for the purpose of working the coals 
under it. Again, there must be many cases where the owner 
of a small piece of land in the country could not possibly afford 
to work the minerals under his land; possibly when the works 
of adjoining mines come up to his boundary, he may be able to 
work by instroke, but until this happens his mines are worth- 
less to him. 

The case of copyholds requires attention. Neither the lord 
nor the copyholder can work the mines. Who is to make the 
return as to the value of the minerals, and who is to pay the 
duty? 

It appears rather hard in this and other cases where it is either 
impossible to work the minerals at a profit, or where there are 
legal difficulties as to working the minerals, that duty should 
be payable. 


Public and Charitable Purposes. 


25. No duty under this part of this Act shall be charged 
in respect of land or any interest in land held by any person or 
body of persons carrying on any undertaking or institution without 
any view to the payment of any dividend or profit out of the 
revenue thereof, for purposes which, in the opinion of the Com- 
missioners, are public purposes or charitable purposes, while the 
land is occupied and used by that person or body for those pur 
poses, but nothing in this section shall prevent the collection of 
increment value duty where any such land is sold or ceases to be 
occupied or used for the said purposes. 

The effect of the words “held by any person or body of persons 
carrying on any undertaking or institution for public 
or charitable purposes ’’ is somewhat obscure. Charitable pur- 
poses have a definite legal meaning; they are described in the 
preamble to 43 Eliz. c. 4, which is repeated in the Mortmam 
Act, 1888, but it is by no means clear what is the meaning of 
“public purposes.”” There is, perhaps, no great harm in allow- 
ing the Commissioners to determine what is a “ public ’’ purpose, 
but we feel very strongly the impropriety of allowing them to 
determine what is a charitable purpose. It must be remem- 
bered that religious purposes are charitable purposes, and that 
at times party spirit runs very high on religious subjects. 

The question at once arises, does the incumbent of a living, or 
do the trustees of a Nonconformist chapel or of a religious 
community fall within the exception? Surely the determination 
of matters of this nature ought not to be left to Government 
officials. 

Although the clause says that “no duty under this part 
of the Bill shall be charged, etc”—+.e., it purports to grant an 
exemption in respect of increment value duty, reversion duty, 
undeveloped land duty and mineral rights duty—it does not 
exempt the owners of the land from making returns of the value, 
a provision which, in some cases, will give rise to great expense. 
It is clear that it is intended that they should make the original 
return as to value, as if that were not the case, it would be 
impossible to calculate increment duty on a sale, but as they 
are to be exempt from undeveloped land duty or mineral rights 
duty, there appears to be no reason for calling on them to incur 
the expense of the periodic valuations. H. W. E. 








The Barrister as Advertised. 


Tue General Council of the Bar have in their last annual 
report been at some pains to emphasize, with many illuminating 
instances, for the information of both branches of the legal pro- 
fession, and as an unquestionable rule of etiquette, the essential 
principle that no barrister should do anything by way of adver 
tisement. It is to be regretted that the Council has no authority 
as against those tradesmen who, for the purpose of advertising 
their own wares, exhibit on public posters and generally throughout 
the country, entirely fancy pictures of barristers, fully be-wigged, 
gowned, and banned, but engaged in most unprofessional 

extraordinary practices, 
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A reference to some well-known offenders may be made with- 
out giving at the stme time such details as would provide for 
them a further and gratuitous advertisement. One such effort 
of an artist’s imagination shews a King’s Counsel sitting in state, 
in his own haem, in full- bottomed wig and silk gown, pro- 
nouncing his opinion, with an air of infallibility, as to the physical 
effects and merits of a stomachie elixir—a subject upon which he 
js, of course, no more qualified professionally to speak with 
authority than is any person wholly unversed in the practice of 
the law. The supposed lay proprietor of the preparation in 
question, by no means looking as if he had derived the antici- 

ted benefit of his own nostrum, sits opposite to the counsel 
and invites his opinion ; no professional client or junior counsel 
is present or suggested ; and the walls of the room where this 
remarkable conference is being held are lined with carefully- 
labelled tin boxes, which, however customary in a solicitor’s 
office, are no part of the furniture of the chambers of counsel. 

In another case, a junior counsel, among most unprofessional 
surroundings, is offering for signature to an extremely rural lay 
client a document which is represented to be a complete settle- 
ment of the subject of litigation. Again, no professional client 
is present, and the obtaining of a signature under such circum- 
stances is certainly no part of a barrister’s duties. In another 
instance a barrister triumphantly produces to an apparently 
quite satisfied court a copy of an ordinary current newspaper as 
conclusive evidence of something alleged to be therein stated as 
a fact, although, in spite of the excellence and occasional accuracy 
of the modern daily press, judicial notice is not yet taken of 
everything so stated, and a counsel who acted on a contrary 
assumption would earn a reputation which he would not easily 
live down. 

The temptation to depict a modern Portia has been irresistible 
to one enterprizing artist, and the lady, in full panoply of the 
bar, but with the feminine touch of a wig sufficiently thrust 
back to avoid the disarrangement of her frontal curls, is repre- 
sented, in a most unconventional attitude, as making the wholly 
irrelevant statement that a certain medicine, which she has the 
effrontery to hold up to a fortunately invisible judge, has “so to 
speak, made a man of her.” The above instances are by no 
means exhaustive, but they will be sufficient to shew to those 
who have any knowledge of the practice of the law how the Bar 
suffers at the hands of the makers of advertisements. 

A simple remedy is, however, available. Fortunately, the Bar 
Council draw in their report a distinction between (1) Answers to 
questions which seek professional advice, and (2) Answers 
to questions which merely seek legal information or legal 
references ; and it may be suggested that for the future those who 
wish to introduce the Bar into their advertisements should 
previously submit to some junior counsel a case for his opinion as 
to the technical propriety, from a professional point of view, of 
any illustration of a barrister which they propose to issue, and 
of the words which they propose to put into his mouth. It is 
assumed that such a case would not be submitted in the course of 
any actual or threatened litigation, and it might fairly be described 
as “merely seeking legal information ” within the ruling as above 
of the Bar Council. Of course no opinion would be given as to 
the merits of the article to be advertised, and the counsel would 
_ pass an illustration which was a likeness of anyone known to 
im. 


In this way, whilst there would not, it is thought, be any 
breach of professional etiquette on the part of the counsel giving, 
and being paid for, his opinion on a subject presumably within his 
own professional knowledge, the public would be properly en- 
— on some details of the administration of that law with 
which everyone is supposed to be familiar, and the feelings of a 
deserving profession would not be harassed by the sight of 
og 5 oie of their often unavailing efforts to earn their 

y bread. 








. The Benchers of the Inner Temple gave a ball on Wednesday even- 
ing to 800 guests. A large awning and cloakrooms were erected in 
Fig Tree-court, and a supper tent capable of holding all the guests was 
connected with the dining hall, which was used as a ballroom, 








Reviews. 
The. Law of War. 


“Tae Law or WAR BETWEEN BELLIGERENTS. By Percy BorpwELt, 


Professor of Constitutional Law in the University of Missouri. 
Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


This is an American book, written by an American and published 
in America, and is by far the most pega gaa the most easily 
read, book on the es of the Law of War that has recently 
appeared. In fact, the book appeals in almost equal degree to the 
lawyer, the student of history, the soldier, and the general reader. 
The style is so good, and the mechanical arrangements as to type and 
paragraphs so conducive to the reader’s comfort, that the most 
unlearned will find themselves perusing page after page with interest 
and even pleasure. 

The book is divided into two parts, Part I. being entitled 
“ History,” and Part II. “Commentary.” There are also appendices, 
one of them being The Hague Declaration of 1907 as to the discharge 
of projectiles from baJloons. A table of contents, list of authorities, 
and index make the book valuable for reference. 

What are the modern rules of warfare is much better impressed 
on the reader, and much more easily remembered, by noticing how 
these rules have been evolved moe | how they differ from those 
formerly in force. The abrogation of the old doctrine of 
conquest, as limited by postliminium and the substitution of the 
modern view that mere seizure of territory is not in the nature of 
legal acquisition, are lucidly referred to on pp. 52-61. It is pointed 
out on p. 54 that the sale of Dunkirk by our Charles IL. probably 
suggested to Pufendorf what had not occurred te Grotius—the solu- 
tion of the difficulty raised by territory seized in war being trans- 
ferred to a third party before the fo conclusion of peace. 

If one chapter in Part I. is to be selected for special remark— 
though all fifteen chapters are excellent—perhaps Chapter IIT., deal- 
ing with “Grotius and His Times,” may be noticed as giving a 
most readable account of the influence exerted by Grotius on the 
warfare of Europe. English readers will also appreciate the chapter 
on the South African war (Chapter XIIT.), even though it is not 
written so entirely from the British point of view as might be desired. 





Custom. 


Tue Law RELATING To CusTOM AND THE USAGES OF TRADE. 
By Ropert Wriiu1amM Aske, LL.D. (Lond.). Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 

Anyone who sets out to write a book on custom and usage must 
be prepared for a vast deal of research, and this has been appreciated 
by the author of this work, with the result that his book is a v 
complete guide to the subject—as well customs in the strict sense whic 
depend on immemorial usage, and create or control ae in a parti- 
cular locality, as usages of trade or agriculture which are assumed 
to be the basis on which parties contract and are incorporated in 
the contract unless expressly or impliedly excluded. For practical 
purposes usages of trade and agriculture are perhaps the most impor- 
tant, and the circumstances under which they are admissible for the 
construction of contracts are usefully stated in Part III., Chapter IIT? 
That admissibility, it is pointed out, does not depend on any ambi- 

ity in the contract, which the custom may be called in to —_ ; 

But upon the fact that the custom is tacitly incorporated into 

the contract. Attention may also be called to the chapters on 

“Customs of the Country” and on “ Customs Rebutting Reputed 

Ownership in Bankruptcy,” and the Appendices collect a large num- 

ber of customs in particular matters, with cases illustrating them, 

including the customs of the Stock Exchange. 


Books of the Week. 


An Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents other than Court Forms. 
By Eminent Conveyancing and Commercial Counsel, under the General 
Editorship of ArTHuR Unprruitt, M.A., LL.D., one of the Con- 
veyancing Counsel of the Court, assisted by Humpnrey H. Kina, 

ies LLB, Barrister-at-Law. Volume XVII.; General Index, 
Butterworth & Co. 


The Law of Compensation for Industrial Diseases: being an 
Annotation of Section 8 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906 ; 
with Chapters upon the Powers and Duties of Certifying = 
and Medical Referees, and the for | oe, aap | and Forms 
relevant thereto ; and including a Special tise upon Every Disease 
to which the Act now Applies, together with the S Rules or Regu- 
lations made under the Factory and Workshop Acts for the Preven- 
tion of Such Diseases. By Epwarp THornton Hiii Lawes, M.A., 





.B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 


The Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1908, with Explanatory 
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Notes, also Circular Letters and Rules and Regulations of the Board 
of Agriculture and Fisheries, and Treasury Minutes and Forms for 
Use under the Act. By AuBrey Joun Spencer, M A., Barrister-at- 
Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

A Summary of the Law of Companies. By T. Eustace Smita, 
Barrister-at-Law. Eleventh Edition. By the Author. Stevens & 
Haynes. . 

Report of the Thirty-firss Annual Meeting of the American Bar 
Association, held at Seattle, Washington, August 25th to 28th, 1908. 
Baltimore : The Lord Baltimore Press. 

American Law Review, May-June, 1909. Editor, CHARLEs E. 
GRINNELL. Reeves & Turner, 








Correspondence. 


“ Und-rcutting in Solicitors’ Fees” and “‘ Country 
Conveyancing Costs.” 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—On pages 592 and 597 of your issue of the 19th ult. there 
are matters for the serious reflection of your London and country 
readers and subscribers. 

The late Lord Justice Kay was never generously inclined towards 
solicitors after he was raised to the bench, but he once made an 
observation as to costs which is worth recollecting by them. 

Certain bills had been taxed where the solicitors concerned had, 
instead of charging the full scale fees, as they might have done, 
charged a reduced fee, and then when an account came to be taken 
between them and their client by taxation under the Act of 1843, 
they sought to take refuge ky claiming to be allowed the full scale 
charges which they could have charged in the first instance. The 
learned Lord Justice said that the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act of 
1881 gave solicitors power to charge fees which were indisputable on 
taxation, and that if solicitors chose to make reduced charges, instead 
of accepting the full fees they were entitled to, they had only them- 
selves to blame if they were landed in a difficulty when their bills 
were taxed on petition. 

There is, of course, no defence for undercutting as stated in your 
correspondent’s letter on page 597. 

My long experience has taught me that it is only when a solicitor 
has severely burnt his fingers, owing to a drastic taxation under the 
Solicitors Act, that he realizes the usefulness and necessity of 
sticking to what he is entitled to in all “scale” work—z.e., his full 
“scale fee.” Costs DRAFTSMAN, 


The Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.] 


Sir,—-The enclosed copy of correspondence bearing on the nature of 
a title registered as “Good Leasehold,” will, we think, be of interest to 
your readers. RvuBINSTEIN, Myers, & Co. 


The following is the correspondence referred to ;— 
Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., 
22nd June, 1909. 





Title No. 157,289. 

Gentlemen,—I am directed by the Registrar to inform you that the 
documents produced in support of the above application for possessory 
title appear sufficient, under all the circumstances of the case, to enable 
him (subject only to the formal requirements stated below) to enter the 
title as Good Leasehold. 

I need not remind you that a Good Leasehold title, assuming the 
validity of the lease itself, confers a Government guarantee of the lease- 
hold title, which (subject to the assumption that the lease is valid) 
obviates all need of investigation and proof of title on dealings by way of 
mortgage or sale. 

The formal requirements above referred to will be undertaken by and 
at the expense of the department. They are :— * 

(1) Enquiry on the land as to possession and terms of tenancy (if 
any). 

(2) Notice (one month) in the London Gazette, 

(3) Usual searches. 

Assuming that you will probably wish to take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity thus afforded of securing for your client the benefit of the more 
complete form of registration, the Registrar proposes, if he does not hear 
from you to the contrary before the 29th June, to proceed in the matter 
on the lines above indicated.--I am, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

(Sgd. W. F. BURNETT. 
_ Messrs. Rubinstein, Myers, & Co.,5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s- 
inn, , 
5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., 
24th June, 1909. 
Title No. 157,289. 

Dear Sir,—We have received your communication of the 22nd inst., 

and for which we are obliged. 


of ‘‘ Possessory,” would, it appears to us, if accepted, lead the next pur. 
chaser into a grave danger. We refer to the fact that the purchaser 
might reasonably consider he would be perfectly safe in completing his 
purchase without any expert assistance, in view of your express state. 
ment that a ‘‘Good Leasehold” title confers a Government guarantee, 

You are doubtless aware that very few laymen have any idea of the 
various matters that have to be investigated on the purchase of a leage. 
hold. We have chiefly in our mind the necessity of ascertaining under 
what covenants a property is held, and if there are any existing breaches 
at the time of purchase and whether the lease is subject to forfeituye, 
If we are right in assuming that the State guarantee would not cover 
any loss arising out of matters such as those referred to, you will recognise 
how the suggestion of a Government guarantee is calculated to miskad 
a purchaser, 

Ye shall be pleased to hear your views on the point we have mentioned, 

—Yours truly, RUBINSTEIN, Myers, & Co, 

The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., 


25th June, 1909, 
Title No. 157,289. 

Gentlemen,—I am desired by the Registrar to acknowledge your letter 
of yesterday’s date and to say that he regrets that he cannot enter into 
a general discussion of the effect of the Land Transfer Acts. 

The case will stand over for a definite answer from you as to whether 
your client declines to be registered with Good Leasehold tile or not,— 
Iam, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, W. F. Burnett, 

Messrs. Rubinstein, Myers, & Co., 5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray's. 
inn, W.C. 


5 and 6, Raymond-buildir gs, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C., 
28th June, 1909, 
Title No. 157,289. 

Dear Sir,—We have received your letter of the 25th inst., and note 
your statement that you ‘‘ cannot enter into a general discussion of the 
effect of the Land Transfer Acts.” 
Perhaps we may be permitted to point out that a “Good Leasehold 
title is not referred to in any of the Acts in question. 
Further, so far as we can perceive, such a title does not in reality 
confer on a pone any better title than he wou'd otherwise obtain. 

In view of the reasons we have already given for considering a “ Good 
Leasehold ” a dangerous title, we cannot accept your offer to issue one 
in this case.—Yours truly, RUBINSTEIN, Myers, & Co, 
The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
House of Lords. 


UNITED COLLIERIES (LIM.) v. SIMPSON or HENDRY. 
26th and 29th March; 24th June. 


MAsTER AND SeRVANT—DeEaTH OF DEPENDANT BEFORE CLAIM MApE— 
Craim By DepenpANT’s ExecuTRIx—ApmMIssiBILITy oF CLAIM—WoORK- 
MEN’S CoMPENSATION Act, 1906, ScHEDULE 1. 


A workman in the employ of the defendant colliery company died 
from injury received in the course of his employment on the 14th of 
July, 1907. His mother, who averred to having been dependent upon 
him, died on the 16th of October, 1907, without making any claim upon 
the company. Her executrix made a claim on the 10th of December, 
1907, under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. The Court of 
— decided by a majority in favour of the claim being maintain 
able. 

Held (Lord Dunedin dissenting), that as the right of a dependant to 
compensation rested not on the giving notice of the claim, but on the 
death of the workman, there was existing a vested right in the dependant 
or dependants to a sum of money defined by statute to be paid by the 
employer, the right to claim which passed to the legal representatives 
on his death, notwithstanding that the dependant had died without 
having made the claim. 

Darlington v. Roscoe & Sons (1907, 1 K. B. 219) approved ; O’ Donovan 
v. Cameron, Swan, & Co. (1901, 2 7. R. 633) not approved. 

Appeal by the colliery company from a decision of the First Division 
of the Court of Session (Lords Kinnear and Mackenzie, Lord M’Laren 
dissenting) (reported 45 Scottish Law Reports 944). The case having 
been argued, 

THe Hovse took time for consideration. 

Lord Loresurn, C., in the course of his judgment, said : The facts 
of this case were simply that Simpson, a workman in the employment 
of the appellants was knocked down by a wagon while in the course 
of his employment, and died of his injuries on the 14th of July, 1907. 
His mother averred to have been dependent upon him, and she died on 
the 16th of October, 1907, without making any claim upon the company. 
Her executrix, the respondent to this appeal, made a claim on 
10th of December, 1907, under the Act of 1906, as representative of the 
mother. The question was: Could that claim be admitted in law! 
There were conflicting authorities prior to the decision of the First 
Division in this case. In Ireland, the Court of Appeal decided im 
O’ Donovan v. Cameron, Swan, & Co. (1901, 2 I. R. 633), a simila 
case, advérsely to the claim. In England, the Court of Appeal @ 
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view. He thought the First Division was right, though the dissent of 
Lord M’Laren and the judgment cf the Irish Court of Appeal naturally 
led their lordships to regard the case with some anxiety. The Act, by 
its first schedule, made the employer ‘liable to make compensation ”’ 
in accordance with the First Schedule. In that Schedule, in the event 
of death resulting from the injury, the amount of compensation for 
dependants wholly dependent upon the deceased’s earnings was expressly 
stated. It was not calculated with reference to the expectation of life 
of the dependant, and the sum to be paid by the employer certainly 
looked like a debt arising on the death from employer to dependants. 
His lordship could not see why the right to make a claim should not 
be transmissible. As the person represented by the respondent was 
the only dependant of the man who was killed, her representative might 
properly claim ail that she was entitled to, the right to claim being 
transmissible as property. If there had been several dependants, the 
law would not be different, but the discretion of the county court judge 
or sheriff in apportioning might very likely render the proceedings 
unprofitable. No doubt this Act was intended to save dependants 
from the loss they might sustain by being deprived of the support they 
previously had from the deceased workman, and if the dependants 
themselves died they required it no longer. And it seemed anomalous 
to enforce payment when no dependant was still living to require 
support. The Act, however, provided a fixed sum in case of total 
dependency, and this must be taken as a statutory provision, whether 
in the event it was needed or not. Perhaps if this result had been 
foreseen it would have been guarded against; but that could not 
affect the judgment of a court of law. 

Lord MacnaGHutTeNn, Lord James, and Lord SHaw concurred. 

Lord Dunep1n dissented, holding that the right to institute proceed- 
ings, which was only given inferentially, could not be extended beyond 
the recipients specified in the Act, namely, the workman himself, his 
dependants, and the persons who, failing dependants, had defrayed 
expenses of his funeral. By a majority the appeal was dismissed with 
costs. —CounsEL, Clyde, K.C., and Cormont (both of the Scottish Bar), 
and H. W. Beveridge, for the appellants; Scott Dickson, K.C. (the 
Dean of Faculty), and Macgillivray, for the respondents. Soticrrors, 
A. & W. Beveridge, for W. 7’. Craig, Glasgow, and W. & J. Burness, 
W.S., Edinburgh ; Smiles & Co., for Hay, Cassels, & Frame, Hamilton, 
and Simpson & Marwick, W.S., Edinburgh. 

[Reported by Erexine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


POMERY v. POMERY. Eve, J. 23rd June. 


Practice—JvURISDICTION—PLAINTIFF OF UNsouND Minp—No 
FrieND—INQUIRY WHETHER COMPETENT TO RETAIN SOLICITOR. 


The court has jurisdiction, on a proper case being made out, to direct 


Next 


an inquiry as to whether a plaintiff was, at the date of the writ, com- : 


petent to retain a solicitor. 


This was an adjourned summons for an order that an inquiry be held 
before the master as to whether the plaintiff was on the12th of May, 1909, 
the date of the writ in this action, competent to retain her solicitors. 
The summons was taken out by the defendant, who was the husband of 
the plaintiff, in an action brought by the wife for an account and re- 
transfer of stock transferred to him under a power of attorney. The 
defendant alleged that the plaintiff was of unsound mind, and not com- 
petent to retain a solicitor. The master adjourned the summons to the 
judge on the preliminary question whether the court had jurisdiction to 
direct the inquiry. The cases referred to were Wartnaby v. Wart- 
naby (Jac. 377), Blake v. Smith (Younge, 594), Porter v. Porter (37 
Ch. D. 420, 427), Didisheim v. London and Westminster Bank (1900, 
2 Ch. 15, 43), and Brangan v. Gorges (7 Ir. Eq. 221, 225). 


Eve, J.—This is an action brought by a wife against her husband for 
an account and retransfer of her property. The husband has issued a 
summons for an inquiry whether the plaintiff was competent at the date 
of the writ to retain her present solicitors. The master said he could 
not allow such an inquiry, and certainly at the first blush the application 
seemed to me to be very novel, but counsel has called my attention to 
the authorities on the point, and in Blake v. Smith, which is not very 
satisfactorily reported, such an inquiry was ordered. I must hold, 
therefore, that the court has, on a proper case being made out, juris- 
diction to direct such an inquiry, and consequently the matter must go 


back to the master with an intimation that the inquiry should be directed , 


and it will then come before me on the merits.—CounsgL, Gilbart-Smith ; 
Manning. Souicrrors, A. F. V. Wild, for Hardy & Tabor, Letch- 
worth ; Watson, Sons, & Room. 

[Reported by 8. E. Witt1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DRIESELMAN v, WINSTANLEY. Eve, J. 23rd June. 


LanpDLorp AND TeNANT—CoveNANT By LANDLORD to Pay Rates— 
Water Rate—Domestic AnD TRADE PurRposss. 


A covenant by a landlord to pay all rates and taxes, except 
electric light, will include the water rate for water supplied for 
purposes, but not the rate for water supplied for trade purposes. 


_ This was a summons asking whether the plaintiff or defendant were 
liable to pay a water rate. The plaintiff was tenant of a lock-up 
shop, where he carried on the business of a hairdresser, and under an 
agreement between the parties the landlord covenanted to pay all 


as and 
omestic 
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rates and taxes except gas and electric Light, and to grant a lease to 
the plaintiff which shall contain the ‘‘ usual covenants in leases granted 
by landlords.’? The shop formed part of a large building belonging 
to the defendants, and the plaintiff had the use of the lavatory in 
another of the building. The plaintiff paid the water rate on the 
shop under protest, and took out this summons asking whether he or the 
landlord was liable. 

Evz, J.—This is a summons by a tenant of a lock-up saop, let to him 
for a fixed period with an option to take a lease for twenty-one years, 
and the landlord agreed to pay all rates and taxes except gas and 
electric light, and the lease was to include all usual covenants. The 

uestions are, what is the true construction of the agreement and what 
clauses ought to be incorporated in the lease for twenty-one years. 
Now it is obvious that the parties knew that the premises were to be 
used for the business of a hairdresser, and that the tenant was to 
have the use of the lavatory in another part of the building, and 
therefore the parties did not contemplate the premises being used 
for other than business premises. The water company made a claim 
for five quarters’ rate, calculated at 5 per cent. on the annual rental, 
for domestic purposes, and the tenant paid the amount under protest. 
The question was whether, according to the true construction of the 
agreement, the rate was ~—— by the landlord. I think that, 
according to the decision in Floyd v. Lyons & Co. (1897, 1 Ch. 633), 
a rate payable for a-supply of water for domestic purposes calculated 
at a percentage on the annual rental is payable by the landlord under a 
covenant to pay rates. In Bourn v. Salmon & Gluckstein (1907, 
1 Ch. 616) it was held that a water rate for water supplied for 
domestic purposes was within such a covenant. That case is quite 
tindistinguishable from the present one, except that here gas and 
electric Tight are excepted. But those exceptions point strongly to 
the construction that so far as the water is supplied for domestic pur- 
poses the liability rests on the landlord, and I so hold. The next 
question is whether that liability extends to water supplied for trade 
purposes. That is quite on a different footing. It rests with the 
tenant to say on what conditions water to be used for trade purposes 
shall be supplied, and whether by meter or otherwise. The amount 
consumed rests with the tenant and depends upon the nature of the 
business. It is impossible to say that the amount paid for water so 
supplied is a rate; it is really purchase money. I think, therefore, 
the landlord is bound to pay for water supplied for domestic purposes, 
and the tenant is bound to pay for water supplied for trade purposes. 
Then it is said that, though that is the true construction of the 
covenant it ought not to be coi.tained in the lease as a usual covenant. 
I do not think that is the true construction of the agreement. I think 
such usual clauses as are —— ought to be included in the lease, 
but if there is any conflict, then the usual clauses must be subordinated 
to the special agreement between the parties. The lease must, there- 
fore, embody a clause that the landlord is to pay for water supplied 
for domestic purposes, and the tenant is to pay for water supplied for 
trade purposes.—Counset, F. Hinde; Jessel, K.C., and H. Burrows. 
Soticrrors, Ashley & Turner; Parker & Hollebone. 

[Reported by 8. E. Writ1ams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ROBERTSON ». WILMOTT. Warrington, J. 24th June. 


RestTRAINT oF TRADE—AGREEMENT NOT TO PRACTISE AS AN ARCHITECT OR 
SuRvEYOR—ACTING AS MANAGER. 


A covenant not to practise a profession is broken by acting as 
manager to a practising member of that profession. 
Palmer v. Mallet (36 Ch. D. 411) explained and followed. 


This was a motion for an interim injunction. By a partnership deed 
dated the 7th of November, 1906, the defendant covenanted in the 
events which happened that he would not for five years after the 
dissolution of the partnership practise as an architect or surveyor 
within ten miles of Cardiff Town Hall. The partnership was dissolved 
on the 1st of March in this year, and in April the defendant became 
manager to a former assistant of the plaintiff's now practising within 
the prohibited area. The plaintiff denied that the defendant was in 
fact nothing more than a manager, and submitted that in 
any case there was a breach of the agreement. The de- 
fendant pleaded that he was in fact merely acting as manager, and 
it was argued on his behalf that if this were so the only authorit 
against him was the observations of Cotton, L.J., in Palmer v. Mallet, 
which was not necessary for the decision in that case. 

Warrineton, J., in granting the injunction, said: All that I need 
consider in this case is the point of law, whether the defendant is 
‘‘ practising as an architect or surveyor” in breach of his agreement 
by acting as manager to an architect and surveyor at a fixed salary. 
The question is covered exactly by Palmer v. Mallet, and in particular 
by the judgment of Cotton, L.J. It is quite true that Chitty, J., as 
he was then, rested his decision on the construction of the agreement 
as evidenced by the statement in the condition of the bond. Bowen, 
L.J., thought that he was assisted by the same consideration, though 
at the end of his judgment he added : ‘‘ Although I express my own 
opinion, I do not im any way dissent from anything he [Cotton, L.J.) 
has said.”” Fry, L.J., in substance agreed with Chitty, J. [His lord- 
ship then quoted the judgment of Cotton, L.J., at pp. 421-2, from 
“Tt is said that assuming Mr. Palmer to be entitled to sue” to 
‘“because he is doing so as assistant to someone else,’’ and _pro- 
ceeded :] Now surely the defendant is as much exercising his pro- 
fession by thus acting as manager for another professional man as 
he would be by acti ¢ ai y for a lay client. I cannot express my 
view better than in the words of Cotton, L.J. I must grant the in- 
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junction asked for.—Counset for the plaintiff, Cave, K.C., and Daven- 
hed for the defendant, H. 2. Wright.,, Soticrrors, Davenport, Cun- 
iffe, & Blake, for C. A. Heitemann; Ward, Bowie, & Co., for E. W. 


Pocock. 
{Reported by H. F, CuETTL¥E, Barrister-at-Law.] 


New Orders, &c. 


The Summary Jurisdiction (Children Act) Rules, 
1909, dated 27th May, 1909. 
Security for Good Behaviour of Child or Young Person. 

I. The security which a Court of Summary Jurisdiction may, under 
section 99 (2) of the Children Act, 1908, require a parent or guardian to 

ive for the good behaviour of a child or young person shall be given 

y way of recognizance; apd the forms relating to recognizances pre- 
scribed by the Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, or forms to the like 
effect, shall be applicable thereto with such variations as circumstances 
may require. 
Copy of Order on Parent to Contribute to be sent to Chief Inspector. 

II. When an order is made by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction for 
a contribution to the maintenance of a child under section 75 of the 
Children Act, 1908, the Clerk of the Court of Summary Jurisdiction 
shall within three days from the date of the order send by post to the 
Chief Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial Schools a copy of the 
order, 








Service on Parent of Order to Contribute. 

III. An order made under section 75 of the Children Act, 1908, on 
a parent or other person liable to maintain a child or young person, 
may be served by any Constable or School Attendance Officer or Agent 
of the Chief Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial Schools by 
delivering a copy of such order to the person on whom it is made, or 
by leaving the same at such person’s last known place of abode with 
some other person for him. 


Time within which Application may be made against Order to 
Contribute. 

IV. The time within which an application may be made to the Court 
against an order made under section 75 of the Children Act, 1908, on a 

arent or other person liable to maintain a child or young person shall 

one month after service of a copy of the order. 
Summons to Enforee Attendance of Parent or Guardian. 

V. Where a child or young person is arrested or charged with any 
offence, or where an application is made to a petty sessional court for 
an order to send him to a certified industrial school, a summops or 
warrant may be issued by a Court of Summary Jurisdiction to enforce 
the attendance of a parent or guardian for the purposes mentioned in 
section 98 (3) of the Children Act, 1908, in the same manner as if an 
information were laid or complaint made upon which a summons, or 
warrant, could be issued against a defendant under the Summary Juris- 
diction Acts or the Indictable Offences Act, 1848; and a summons to 
the child or young person may include a summons to the parent or 
guardian to enforce his attendance for the said purpose. 

Forms. 

VI. The forms in Schedule A hereto, or forms to the like effect, may 
be used with such variations as circumstances may require for the 

urposes of the Children Act, 1908, and for the purposes of the 

lementary Education Act, 1876. 

Forms 45, 5, 6, 7, and 8 may be used, as circumstances require, in 
substitution for Forms 10, 11, 12, 14, and 15, in the Schedule to the 
Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886. 

Where a young person is committed to prison on remand or commit- 
ment for trial (under section 97 of the Children Act, 1908) or upon 
conviction of an offence or in default of payment of a fine, damages, 
or costs (under section 102 of the Children Act, 1908), the Court shall 
certify, in using Forms 10, 11, 12, or 15 in the Schedule to the Summary 
Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, either that “‘ the young person is of so unruly 
a character that he cannot be detained in a place of detention,’’ or that 
“‘he is of so depraved a character that he is not a fit person to be 
detained in a place of detention.” 

Title and Repeals. 

VII. These Rules may be cited as the Summary Jurisdiction 
(Children Act) Rules, 1909; and are in substitution for the Rules made 
and declared urgent on the 23rd March, 1909, and gazetted on the 
26th March following, which latter Rules are hereby annulled. 


LoresBurn, C. 
Dated the 27th day of May, 1909. 
[Published 22nd June, 1909.] 


[There is a very lengthy Schedule of Forms.] 


The Giebe Lands Act, 1888. 


Notice is hereby given that the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries 
pro , with the approval of the Lord Chancellor, on or after the 
10th August, 1909, to make Rules with respect to the proceedings of 
the Board under the Glebe Lands Act, 1888, and the procedure to be 
observed by applicants and others in relation to sales under the said 
Act, and with respect to the forms to be used for the purposes of the 











said Act, and with respect to other matters which by the said Act are 
authorised or required to be prescribed or which appear to be necessary 
or proper for carrying the said Act into effect. 

Copies of the Draft Rules may be obtained at the Office of the Board 
of Agriculture and Fisheries, 4, Whitehall-place, London, 8.W. 

T. H. Exxiorr, 
Secretary to the Board of Agriculture and Fisheries, 
26th June, 1909. 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


ATTENDANCES ON THE COUNCIL AND COMMITTEES FROM 
3lst MAy, 1908, To 3lsT MAy, 1909. 


(Discipline Committee not included.) 


Name. Council. Com. Name. Council. Com. 
mittees. mittees, 


Mr. Attlee... sob 6 2 Mr. Pennington . 2 ae 

», Barker... as, ee » Rawle ze - 2 ®B 

», Beale se .. 382 128 Sir A. K. Rolli oo 6 

» Bischoff |... .. 28 13. Mr. Samson ... . 19 

», Blyth Sos a .. 12 » Sharpe aa ~~ 2 8 
8 


», Botterell ... ont ae 5, Stone bea oo > = 
», Budd se we «=D ll » Taylor bes os 7 ae 
», Coley ee . 16 3 56 SUOWEE ase . 2 @ 
;, Dawes... a“ ae 4 >», Turner... oat 6 2 
;, Dowson ... «| | ae 25 » Walters... ag a 9 
», Ellett és woe «=. 20 22 », Wightman oe 5 l 
» omer —... Ses: 7 >, Winterbotham ... 32 8% 
Sir E. H. Fraser ce a 6 ;, Witham ... ‘ 3 l 


Mr. Garrett ... we «= 25 21 Lord Wolverhampton... 2 
» Gillett .., wo i 47 
,», Godden... R65 2 13 
Sir J. Gray Hil - 2 
Mr. Hills a .. 25 29 


Extraordinary Members. 


Mr. Burgess ... oo - = 
Sir J. Hollams... oe: 30 ll », Cullimore .. he 4 = 
Mr. Humfrys ... ove 6 7 », Eggar wa . 2 @ 
», Johnson ... oe «=O 42 » Longmore ... . BB 
» King Se vida 5 8 » Morten on ow we a 
» Manisty ... .. 2 1 » Norton ore .« 8 7 
» Margetts .., ai 9 6 », Peake a 9 
;, Marshall ... Jus 1 _ », Pinsent... -. 6 
» Milne be iat 5 -- » Pybus on Sas 9 8 
; Oldham ... ae | i 6 » Sturge nee . §=6.:10 + 
», Paine ‘és ~~ «6O 23 


Opinion of the Council. 


At the meeting of the Council of the Law Society, held on the 25th 
of June, 1909, it was resolved :—‘‘ That in the opinion of the Council it 
is improper for a clerk of the peace to act on behalf of a police officer 
who is a party to an appeal at quarter sessions, and to advise the 
court as clerk of the peace in the same case, and that if it should 
become the duty of a clerk of the peace to act on behalf of the county 
council or one of its committees on appeals to quarter sessions, arrange- 
ments should be made for an independent person to advise the court,” 





City of London Solicitors’ Company. 


This company, by the permission of the Lord Mayor, held its first 
general meeting at the Mansion House, the Master, Sir Homewoop 
Crawrorp, City Solicitor, presiding. 

The resolution passed by the Council of the Law Society con- 
demning the new taxes on land in the Finance Bill was discussed and a 
resolution cordially approving of the society’s action was agreed to. 

Other matters of interest to solicitors practising in the City were 
discussed, including the establishment of a law library and law lectures 
in the City and the preparation of a scheme for solicitors to combine 
for the purpose of retaining trust business now being competed for by 
the Public Trustee, banks, and insurance offices. 





Society of Clerks of the Peace. 


This society held its annual conference at Beurnemouth on the 24th 
ult., the president, Mr. Cremenr J. Haypon, clerk of the peace for 
the county borough of Bournemouth, being in the chair. 

Mr. Arthur Smith (Wigan) was elected president for the ensuing 
year. 

One of the subjects for discussion was the abolition of grand juries. 
On the motion of Sir Samuel G. Johnson (Nottingham), the conference 
unanimously adopted the following resolution :—‘‘ That this meeting 
is of opinion that the abolition of grand juries would be prejudicial to 
the administration of justice in criminal cases, especially in cases 
referring to public Bol « and political offences.’’ 

On the question of the amendment of borough jury lists, the follow 
ing. resolution was passed :—‘‘ That it be oslened 
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take such action for the promotion of legislation for the amendment of 
the borough jury lists as they may think desirable at an early date.’”’ 
Discussion took place on correspondence with the Home Office regard- 
ing the procedure in appointing foremen of grand juries. Other sub- 
jects dealt’ with included the inspection of sessions records by the 
public and the provision of prints of public statutes for clerks of the 


e. 
peThe officers appointed in addition to the president were :—Vice- 
president, Mr. W. H. Day (Maidstone); treasurer, Mr. A. C. Peake 
(Leeds); hon. secretary, Mr. Francis Ogden (Manchester). The follow- 
ing were elected to form the committee :—Mr. J. Binne sr 
Mr. H. Brevitt (Wolverhampton), Mr. W. H. Duignan (Ww. sall), Mr. 
F. B. Harris (Nottingham), Mr. J. Routlidge (Pontefract), Dr. Wood- 
house (Hull). 








The Law Society and the Finance 
Bill, 1909. 

A committee of the Law Society, consisting of Messrs. Ellett, 
Garrett, Hills, Humfrys, Morton, Pennington (chairman), and Taylor, 
have considered the provisions of the Bill in relation to the proposed 
new taxes on land, and the increase of existing death and stamp duties 
as affecting land. They recognise that in dealing with a Bill which 
seeks to impose taxation of an entirely novel and very . complex 
character, and is of so great difficulty as regards its interpretation, 
it is impossible in the short time that has elapsed since the Bill was 
rinted to foresee more than a few of the numerous questions to which, 
if enacted, it would give rise; and they desire, in putting forward the 
following criticisms of the measure, not to be understood as regarding 
them as at all exhaustive :—(1) Apart from the general question as to 
the propriety or otherwise of the proposed taxation, the committee feel 
very strongly that the way in which the Bill seeks to exclude the 
ordinary jurisdiction of the courts should meet with the most strenuous 
opposition. There has of recent years been a growing tendency to 
legislate on the lines of leaving it to a department of the State, or a 
public officer, to frame rules, having the force of statute, regulating the 
application of the enactment, or of making a department of State, or 
some specially constituted body, the tribunal to determine questions 
arising under the enactment. Such rules are not always strictly con- 
fined to new machinery, but involve matters of substantive legislation, 
which might well tndergo considerable change if discussed in detail in 
committee. The committee, consider that a practice which has the 
effect of conferring legislative powers on the executive and of trans- 
ferring to them or other bodies the normal and proper functions of the 
courts is one which, in any case, requires to most jealously 
scrutinised. To extend it, as the present Bill does, to a taxing measure 
in a way enabling the taxing authority to determine the cases in which 
the taxes are to be levied, and that without appeal to the courts, 
appears to them to be in the highest degree objectionable and even 
unconstitutional, They consider it to be essential to the due protec- 
tion of the subject (a) that his liability to taxation should be strictly 
defined by the Act imposing the tax, and (b) that he should have free 
access to the courts of justice for the determination of any question 
affecting his liability. The present Bill appears to them to contravene 
both these principles :—(a) Very many matters directly affecting the 
incidence and quantum of the taxation are left to the discretion of the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, e.g. (to give a few examples), the 
ascertainment of site value which forms the basis of the increment value 
duty depends (cl. 2.(2)) on the deductions (if any) which commissioners 
may allow in respect of the matterstherein mentioned ; or again, the total 
value which forms the basis of the reversion duty may, it would seem, 
under cl. 17 (3) depend upon the decision of the commissioners and may 
certainly under cl. 14 (3) be affected by their views as to whether or 
not any restrictive covenants to which the land may be subject are 
“reasonably necessary in the interests of the public, or in view of 
the character and surroundings of the neighbourhood,” whilst the, 
deductions to be made under cl. 14 (4) are in their discretion. So 
again, the question whether or not the site vallue of land exceeds £50 
per acre, on which its liability to undeveloped land duty depends, may 
under cl. 17 (3) rest with the commissioners to decide, and under cl. 11 
(3) it is left to the commissioners to determine whether any parks, 
gardens, or open spaces are to be subject to the duty or not; or again, 
the capital value of minerals, which is the basis of the mineral rights 
duty, depends under cl. 15 (1) largely on the discretion of the commis- 
sioners. In point of fact there are in the first 21 clauses of the Bill 
no less than 34 cases in which the judgment or determination of the 
commissioners is to be law without appeal to any judicial tribunal. 
(6) As regards the matters dealt with [ cl. 11 (3) the opinion of the 
commissioners is to be final and without appeal. Under clauses 17 and 
18, which deal with the ascertainment the original total and site 
values of land and the valuation of minerals, an appeal is allowed— 
but only to a referee, appointed under cl. 23: and it is only in case 
such referee (cl. 22 (3)) thinks fit to state a case for the High Court 
on a question of law that access can ever be had to the judicial 
tribunals of the country. The interpretation of other taxing Acts, such 
as-the Income Tax Acts, the Succession Duty Act, and the Finance Act 
1894, has given rise to numerous questions which have only been settled 
by judgments of the House of laos in many of which the final decision 
as 


adverse to the claim of the commissioners. To any lawyer . 


reading the complicated provisions of the present Bill, it is obvious 





that it is not likely to give rise to fewer or less difficult questions than” 
the Acts which have beem mentioned. Uniformity and consistency 
in the working of Acts of Parliament has been, and can only be, reached 
by means of duly recorded judicial decisions thereon, by which the 
determination of subsequent cases is settled or guided. e views ot 
officials are not, and cannot be, fixed with the same precision, but are 
always liable to vary, and have not the same binding effect upon their 
successors in office; and it is well known that the practice of the 
commissioners has varied from time to time. No doubt the commis- 
sioners would on doubtful questions of law seek the advice of the Law 
Officers of the Crown; but the opinion of any barrister, however 
eminent, is liable to be erroneous, and is in any case an insufficient and 
unsatisfactory substitute, from the point of view of the subject, for 
the right to resort to the courts. To expect the commissioners, whose 
primary duty is to collect the revenue, to discharge satisfactorily, or ~ 
at all events in a manner calculated to inspire the confidence of the 
taxpayer, the quasi-judicial functions imposed upon them by the Act 
and im relation to matters of valuation, &c., of which they have no 
practical knowledge, is contrary to all reason and experience; and as 
regards the —_ which is provided to a referee, it is to be 
observed that the referee will be the nominee of the Treasury, 
who will thus, in effect, be the judges in their own case—a 
position in all circumstances re unjust, and intolerable in a taxing 
Act. (2) Another feature of the Bill to which the committee desire to 
call attention is the extent to which it introduces the element of specu- 
lation into a sphere in which certainty and precision are of paramount 
importance. It is obvious and notorious that a large element of uncer- 
tainty is necessarily involved when the attempt is made to fix the value 
of any property for which there is not (as there is in the case of 
securities dealt with on the Stock Exchange) a regular and constant 
market ; and this element of uncertainty is greatly increased when h 
thetical considerations and chances have to be taken into account.: To 
anyone who has had experience of compensation cases, or of advising on 
reserve prices on sales, or of mortgage transactions, these observations 
will seem trite and commonplace; but they appear to be overlooked by 
the Bill, which proceeds upon the footing that not merely land as it 
exists, but as it may be su to exist when divested of: practically 
everything that gives it its value in its existing state, and minerals, the 
extent or even the existence of which has not been ascertained, are 
capable of exact valuation, or at all events are sufficiently susceptible 
of valuation to be appropriately selected as subject matters of taxation 
at such value as the commissioners or the Treas referee may put 
upon them. Assuming that it might conceivably be right to tax un- 
gotten minerals proved to be cai of being worked at a commercial 
profit (and it should be borne in mind that the tax as proposed is irre- 
spective of whether or not the minerals can be so worked or even can 
be worked at all), it — to the committee that, in the case of 
undeveloped minerals, the mineral rights duty must, under cl. 15 (1), 
depend upon mere guesswork—a most slippery foundation for any 
system of taxation which makes any attempt to be fair and reasonable. 
And as regards the increment value duty and undeveloped Jand duty, they 
would point out that whilst land is a concrete form of property ( 
which it may or may not be wise and politic to lay further burdens than 
those already imposed upon it), the “‘ site value ’’ of land which is to be 
either one of the determining factors, or the subject matter, of the taxa- 
tim is by clauses 14 and 2 (2) reduced to a metaphysical abstraction 
having no relation to reality, which, if capable of being mentally realised 
by philosophers, lies outside the practical affairs of life and beyond the 
range of any rational system of taxation. (3) Further, there is a lack 
of precision in the lang used in imposing the taxation. The crucial 
words to which precise definition for the several purposes of the Act 
is required, are, of course, “land” and “minerals.” Of the latter no 
definition is attempted. This omission has been defended by the Chan- 
cellor of the Exchequer on the ground that the word has a definite and 
ascertained legal meaning. The committee are unable to agree with 
the Chancellor in this view, which is not in accordance with the judicial 
decisions which recognise that the meaning of the word may to some 
extent depend on the context and circumstances in which it is used. 
It would seem clearly right, having regard to the fact that the 
list of substances which might be considered as coming within this term 
is very large, that a definition of the word should be inserted in the Bill 
—especially as the Bill renders it, to say the least, extremely doubtful 
whether the courts will ever be called upon to re on the question. 
As regards ‘‘land”’ it would have been reasonable to expect that, since 
the Bill bristles with references to the ‘‘ total value,’’ “‘site value,” 
‘‘original total value,’’ ‘‘ original site value’’ of ‘‘land,’’ and the 
duties are to be calculated thereon, some unit would have been defined 
as the basis of the necessary calculations. Probably, however, the 
framers of the Bill considered themselves relieved from embarking 
on a matter which would have involved precision of idea and language, 
by leaving the question, under cl. 19, to the ultimate decision of 
commissioners. (4) The estimated revenue to be obtained from the 
proposed new taxes is so small that the dropping of these clauses will 
not seriously affect the financial side of the Budget during the i 
year. If, on the other hand, the measure is intended to bring about 
changes in the ownership of land by means of taxation, the committee 
are of opinion that a change of such importance ought not to be 
brought forward as part of a financial measure. If for purposes of 
public policy the owners of land are to be deprived of part of their 
property, it should be upon terms of payment of a reasonable Y geen and 
not by taking the property without tion and calling process 
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taxation. Land is a natural and legitimate subject of private property. 
and,its ownership is very widely diffused and by no means concen- 
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trated in a few hands. It is, however, a form of property which 
involves large management expenses, anq._is already subject to heavy 
burdens for Topeetal and local purposes ; to add to them in the manner 
ads d by the Bill will, as it seems to the committee, be to cast upon 
and burdens disproportionate to those borne by other forms of 
property and larger than it can fairly bear. The proposals seem cal- 
culated to produce a number of “ willing sellers,’ but not the corre- 
sponding class of ‘‘ willing purchasers.’’ (5) That the measure will 
prove extremely costly to work is obvious. There are many hundreds 
of thousands of landowners in Great Britain, each of whom must make 
a return of every separate holding, and perhaps (see cl. 16 (1)) of each 
piece of land in each holding, whilst separate returns have to be made 
of minerals (cl. 16 (2)). To deal with the many millions of returns 
which will thus have to be made will necessitate a great increase of the 
staff of the Revenue Department; whilst their preparation, involving 
as it will the necessity of obtaining valuations (since no prudent owner 
will be content to rely on mere guesswork), must occupy much time 
and occasion enormous expense to owners, many of whom are men of 
small means. In the meantime, and until the values have been ascer- 
tained for the purposes of the Bill, dealings with land must (unless the 
operation of the taxes be postponed) be largely hampered, since vendors 
or lessors will hesitate to grant conveyances and leases which may 
expose them to penalties for not being duly stamped, and both they 
and their purchasers or lessees will find it difficult to come to terms 
over a bargain, an important element in the negotiation of which will 
depend upon the extent to which the property dealt with is, or may be, 
affected by the new taxes—an element incapable of ascertainment until 
the values are fixed. From these prelithinary observations the com- 
mittee pass to the consideration of the new taxes proposed. 


Increment Value Duty. 


It should be pointed out that the “site value” is under cl. 2 (2) 
to be ascertained in a different manner to that in which it is to be 
ascertained under cl. 14. Under cl. 14 it is to be what the land might 
be ger to fetch if sold in the open market by a willing seller 
and if divested of all buildings and structures, growing timber, fruit 
trees and bushes and other things growing thereon, and subject to 
certain items of deduction, whilst under cl, 2 (2) it is to be the value 
of the fee simple calculated as therein particularised but subject to a 
deduction, which it is in the discretion of the commissioners to allow 
or not in respect of matters not identical with those referred to in 
cl. 14. There seems to be an obvious objection to having two different 
definitions of “site value” for the purposes of the Bill, and the result 
might well be to give rise to a claim for duty, although if the value 
had been calculated, on the occasion on which duty is claimed, upon 
the same basis as when originally ascertained, there would have been 
no increase of value. The provisions of the Bill as to the ascertainment 
and collection of the duty are very obscure. Apparently the duty is 
to be paid by each transferor or lessor, the amount to be collected on 
each occasion being by cl, 3 (1) such an amount as the commissioners 
determine to be due “having regard to the amount of duty paid on 
previous occasions.” It is not clear whether the payments to be taken 
* into account by the commissioners include all payments by whomsoever 
made. For instance, suppose a lessee for a term of seven years or 
upwards transfers his interest for a consideration which under cl, 2 (2) 
(6) would give rise to a claim for duty: would the sum paid by him 
be taken into account on the death of the freeholder, or on a sale 
of the freehold reversion? And, conversely, would duty paid prior to 
the granting, or during the currency of the lease, be taken into account 
on the sale of the leasehold interest? In cl. 2 (4) the limit. of twenty 
years seems arbitrary and too narrow. It should be extended at least 
to forty years, being the period for which title is by law required to 
be shown; and in any case when the owner to be taxed proves that he 
has himself bought the land, he should have the benefit of the sub- 
section irrespective of the date at which he purchased. It is further 
to be observed that the provisions of clauses 3 and 4 have the effect 
of altering the existing practice by which the obligation of getting 
conveyances and leases stamped falls upon the purchasers or lessees: 
and it is apparent that to require the grantor to have the document 
stamped may occasion delay ‘in the completion of the transaction, since 
the purchaser or lessee will not complete until the instrument is duly 
stamped, and the determination of the amount of the duty may give 
rise to prolonged discussion, whilst it might not be possible to obviate 
the difficulty by giving security under cl. 4 (3) (6). This difficulty will 
arise on the occasion of every sale or lease for seven years or upwards 
of every house or cottage or plot of land however small: and that 
whether or not it turns out that any duty is payable. And it 
may further be pointed out that the costs of assessing the duty may 
add considerably to the expenses of a sale. Provision should be made 
for a return of the duty in any case in which, after it has been paid, 
the transaction goes off: and, where no duty is payable, for stamping 
the document with a stamp to that effect. Clause 4 (6) should be 
amended so as to entitle the grantor or lessee to have his document 
stamped with a stamp denoting that the duty is satisfied. The com- 
mittee have alre-dy indicated their objection to legislation by rules, 
but consider that if that practice is to be adopted as provided by 
el. 3 (3) at least the rules should lie on the table in Parliament for the 
usual period. Clause 6 (1) by requiring duty to be paid on the 5th of 
April, 1914, and in every subsequent fifteenth year where an interest 
in land is held by a corporation, may have the effect of making duty 
payable at an earlier time than it would have been payable had the 
interest been held by an individual. Thus, if, say, an insurance 





duty will be payable in 1914, though if the life tenant still retained 
his life interest, duty would not be payable until his death, or until 
he sold his interest. 


As to the Reversion Duty. 


It is submitted that any expenditure made, or work done by the 
lessor on the property during the continuance of the lease, whether 
done under covenant or otherwise, should be treated as a deduction 
from the total value of the land, otherwise he would be taxed on increased 
value due to his own outlay, Clause 8 (1). The pericd of thirty years 
should be extended. The 2 should not attach in any case in which 
the purchase money is augmented by the value of the reversion. To 
meet this the number of years unexpired should be at least forty. The 
committee desire to mention that this vitally affects many artisans in 
the North of England, with whom the purchase of a ground rent is a 
very favourite mode of investment for their savings; and of course it 
affects all insurance companies, friendly societies, and other bodies, in 
which the humbler classes of the community are interested, which’ have 
invested their funds in this way. By clause 9 (1) the duty is made 
recoverable from any lessor to whum any benefit accrues from the deter- 
mination of a lease; but the Bill contains no definition of the word 
“lessor.” Does this expression mean the person in whom the legal 
estate in the land is vested at the end of the lease? And if-so, is it 
intended to make the duty payable by trustees or mortgagees? It is 
presumed that if the duty is to be paid by a trustee he would be entitled 
to.be recouped out of the trust estate; but no provision is made for 
the possibility of the land being the sole subject matter of the settlement, 
in which case, as the Bill gives no power to a trustee to raise the duty 
by mortgage or sale, it is difficult to see how the trustee could reimburse 
himself—especially if the property should remain unlet. If the duty is 
to be paid by a mortgagee, would he have the right to add the amount 
to his security? Clause 26 should, as regards this and every other new 
duty, be extended so as to cover the case of any limited owner, and 
should not be confined to tenants for life. Of the pony imposed by 
cl. 9 (3) for failure to deliver an account, which works out at interest at 
the rate of 120 p.c. per annum, the committee can only say that it 
appears to them tou be so excessive that it is hardly possible to believe 
that it is other than a slip in drafting. 


Undeveloped Land Duty. 


The committee refrain from discussing the principle of special taxation 
of undevelo; land as not being properly within their province; but 
they feel that the Bill does not sufficiently recognise or Fagen for the 
difficulties which must arise in levying such a tax. As regards the 
proviso to sub-cl. 2 of cl. 10, it appears to be extremely harsh to treat as 
undeveloped land for the purposes of duty land which has actually been 
developed for building or trade, merely because (it may be through 
lack of demand for houses or by reason of strikes or trade depression) 
it becomes vacant for a year. In cl. 11 (1) the figure £50 should be 
increased to £100. In many parts of the country there is land which, 
although it cannot in any near future be used for other than agricultural 
purposes, has yet a value exceeding £50 per acre by reason of its 
possessing what may be called a latent or potential building value. As 
the tax is equivalent, on a 3 per cent. basis, to an income tax of about 
1s. 3d. in the &, it would deter dealings with such land. As to cl. 
(4) the committee regard the restriction to one acre of the amount of 
pleasure ground which may be held with a house without being liable 
to the duty as very unreasonable. Such a quantity is less than is 
reasonably required for the amenity of a moderate-sized house. More 
over, the rateable value of a fair-sized house with reasonable gardens 
attached thereto is usually greater than would be the rateable value of 
the same area if covered with smaller houses with 0g of garden. wv 
that if the object be to force into building the excess beyond an acre of 
garden wnt: 9 it might prejudicially affect local authorities. In cl. Il 
(5) the word “agricultural” should be omitted. A landlord is equally 
powerless to interfere with the terms of a current lease or tenancy 
whether it be of agricultural land or of a house and garden. 


Mineral Rights Duty. 


It has already, been pointed out that the assessment of this duty, sv 
far as undeveloped minerals are concerned, must in general be a mere 
matter of guesswork, and it may be added here that, even when the 
existence of minerals is known, the area of the land held by the owner 
may be so small as to render it impossible for them to be worked, in 
view of the expenditure necessary to get at them. In such a case the 
tax would operate as a confiscation of part, or possibly the whole, of 
the surface value: because it would be payable notwithstanding the 
inability of the owner to work the minerals, and the surface rent (which 
is obviously independent of the subjacent minerals) would be his only 
revenue from the land for payment of the duty. Similarly a lord of 4 
manor, though unable to work the minerals through the refusal of his 
copyholder to consent thereto, might find himself mulcted with a duly 
largely exceeding his quit rents and reliefs oa to him; and unless 
the commissioners should think him within the exemption of cl. 25% 
parson might be taxed on minerals under the churchyard. It 3 

robably not the intention that the return for this duty should be made 
i any person not the owner of the minerals: but having regard to the 
fact that the returns have under cl. 16 (1) to be made by the “ owners 
of land” and to the definition given in cl. 27 of the word “ owner,” tt 
would seem that the return might have to be made by the holder of & 
building lease having 50 years fo run, although the demise was subj 





company has a life interest vested in it by purchase or foreclosure, 


to a reservation of minerals, 
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Generally. 


As regards all the above duties, the committee consider that the 
powers proposed to be conferred on the commissioners by cl. 19 of 

portioning the value of land for the purposes of the dutiés imposed 
by the Bill should not be exercisable after the value has been determined 
under cl. 17—or if exercisable after that time should be subject to a 
right of appeal. And they further think that in cl. 21 (2) the words 
“in cases where a nominal rent only has been reserved’ should be 
struck out, as the covenants to build, &c., are equally part of the con- 
sideration, whether the rent be a nominal one or one having a money 
value. And they desire emphatically to add that, as regards the pro- 

sed new taxes, express provision should be made rendering them, in 
so far as they do or may constitute a charge on the land, subject to the 
rights of any person holding an incumbrance on the land.created prior 
to the taxes coming into effect. 


Death Duties. 


The committee do not consider that they can usefully comment on 
the particular increases in these duties which it is proposed to make. 
They recognise that’ the death duties are an established part of our 
fiscal system, and that the money required must be found; it is the 
cumulative effect of all the proposed new and increased taxation which 
constitutes so heavy a burden on land. They think, however, that 
clause 41 should be amended in the manner proposed by the amendment 


_ standing in the name of Mr. Cave, which runs as follows :—‘‘ Clause 41, 


page 28, line 7, at end, add,—Provided always that in all cases where, 
but for this provision, a claim to duty under this section would arise by 
reason of the passing of property on death no greater amount of 
estate duty shall be chargeable on such death than the estate duty 
chargeable on the principal value of the property passing on such death, 
less a deduction of the amount of the estate or probate (as the case 
may be) duty which has already been paid or for which liability has 
already attached in respect of an interest in expectancy in such pro- 
perty of the character mentioned in this section.” 
43, dealing with gifts inter vivos, they consider that the period of five 
years is altogether too long, and that there is no reason for altering the 
existing period of twelve months, which is sufficiently long to insure 
that the gift is not made in anticipation of death. The committee 
object strongly to the proposal in cl. 44 (3) to take away a right of 
appeal given by the Finance Act, 1894. 


Stamp Duties. 


The committee think it inexpedient to double the stamp duty on 
conveyances, which will have a depressing effect on the estate market, 
and will more particularly discourage persons of limited means from 
becoming the purchasers of small parcels of land. It does not seem 
clear whether or not under cl. 53 the ordinary case of a re-settlement of 
real estate by father and son on the latter coming of age, or any other 
re-settlement not made in consideration of marriage, would be a volun- 
tary disposition inter vivos within the meaning of that clause. Words 
should be inserted to make it certain that re-settlements of real property 
(on whatever occasion made) are excluded from the operation of the 
clause—otherwise a legitimate and traditional method of dealing with 
estates would become the means of subjecting them to a new and 
serious burden. 








Obituary. 
Mr. F, K Munton. 


We refer elsewhere to Mr. Munton’s career. His funeral took place 
on the 28th ult. at Brookwood Cemetery. Owing to the tragic circum- 
stances under which he died, the funeral was held very quietly, and 
was only attended by the family and a few close personal friends and 
associates, amongst whom were :—Mr. Hayden Coffin, Dr. Branthwaite, 
Mr. Edward Hutton, Mr. Ernest Pennington, Mr. Kenrick B. Murray, 
Mr. W. F. Morris, Mr. Richard King, and Mr. W. Derham, who for 
forty years has acted as Mr. Munton’s confidential clerk. By the wish 
of the family, there were no flowers, except those presented by members 
of the family, with the exception of two wreaths, one presented by 
the ‘‘ Confréres,’’ a society founded by Mr. Munton, and the other 
presented by the partners and staff of ieee. Munton, Morris & King, 
of which firm, up to 1896, Mr. Munton was senior partner, and with 
which firm he had, up to the date of his death, maintained a very close 
connection. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Grorce Ruopes, K.C., has been elected a Bencher of the 
Honourable Society of Gray’s-inn. 


Mr. Taomas Wittans Nussry, M.P., barrister-at-law, has been made 
a Baronet. 


Mr. Tuomas Artaur Bramspon, M.P., solicitor, of Portsmouth, has 
received the honour of Knighthood. 


Mr. C. E. H. Cuapwycx Heatey, C.B., K.C., has been made a K.C.B. 


Mr. G. A. Rippzxt, solicitor, of 8, Bouverie-street, London, has 


Teceived the honour of Knighthood. 


And as regards cl. | 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolution. 


Water Crawrorp Ety and Eric Doveras Carpet Lorp, solicitors 
(Crawford, Ely, & Lord), 20 and 21, Essex-street, Strand, London, 
24th June, (Gazette, June 29, 


General. 


The Government have (says the Parliamentary correspondent of the 
Times) decided to appoint a committee to inquire into the reasons for 
the arrears of business in the King’s Bench Division. The intention, 
it is understood, is that the inquiry shall be concluded during the 
present session. If the committee recommend the appointment of addi- 
tional judges in the King’s Bench Division, it is regarded as probable 
that this step may be taken next year. 


The Grimsby County Justices on Tuesday, says the 7'imes, refused to 
accept a number of threepenny pieces which were tendered in payment 
of a fine of 10s. 6d. and costs imposed for Sunday trading at Clee- 
thorpes. The defendant said he was instructed that the coins were 
a legal tender, and“ having offered them once, he refused to make a 
second offer. He was told that a distress warrant would be issued, 
and he then left the court without paying the money. 


At the inquest on Mr. F. K. Munton, evidence was given that he was 
found in his bedroom at Montpelier House, Twickenham, on Thursday 
morning, shot through the head, and with an old-fashioned five-cham- 
bered revolver clasped in his hand. In a letter which he left Mr. 
Munton wrote that ‘‘he owed no man a penny, and his comfortable 
circumstances ought to spell happiness. But life without héalth was 
unbearable.” The letter concluded, “My brain is on fire—F. K. M.” 
A verdict of suicide whilst of unsound mind was returned. [We believe 
that Mr. Munton had recently suffered from sleeplessness. } 


We announced on May 7, says the 7'imes, that the Benchers of Gray’s 
Tnn had postponed the call of two Indian students to the Bar pending 
inquiry into their alleged connection with ‘‘ India House,’’ Highgate, 
with which Mr. Shyamji Krishnavarma, lately disbarred . the 
Benchers of the Inner Temple, is associated. The inquiries into the 
case of one of the young men went to show that he had not taken an 
active part in seditious propaganda, and consequently his call, post- 
poned from May 5th, was made on June 23rd. e decision as to the 
other student has not yet been reached, as the inquiry is proceeding. 


In charging the grand jury at the Surrey Quarter Sessions, on Tues- 
day, says the Daily Mail, Sir William Vincent said that he thought the 
Act under which criminal aliens could be deported had been a little 
slack in its operation. It was hard to have foreigners come into the 
country to do work which English people could do, but it was much 
harder that aliens, after a in England, should be 
allowed to remain in the country. ter in the day two waiters of 
foreign nationality were convicted of burglary and another of theft. 
All three were sentenced to terms of imprisonment and recommended 
for deportation. 


In the House of Commons, on Tuesday, Mr. Chaplin asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer if the Government had formed any esti- 
mate of the approximate cost to the owners of land of the returns which 
were ui of them by the Commissioners under Clayse 16 of the 
Finance Bill; and, if so, would he state what was their estimate of the 
approximate cost of those returns? The Chancellor of the Exchequer 
replied : It is obviously impossible to give any estimate of the approxi- 
mate cost of this valuation to private individuals. But it d be 
just as easy to do the valuation in the case of the land tax as in the 
case of the death duties. 


In the House of Commons, on the 28th ult., Lord R. Cecil asked the 
Prime Minister whether his attention had been called to the fact that 
at the beginning of the present law sittings in England there were 819 
cases to be disposed of in the King’s Bench Division and 16 Judges to 
dispose of them, while in the same Division in Ireland there were o! 
88 cases and 10 Judges to dispose of them; and what steps he pro 
to take to equalize judicial strength in England and Ireland? Mr. 
Asquith said : I assume the facts to be as stated, though I have not 
had an opportunity of verifying the figures. The Government are 
fully alive to the importance of getting rid of the delay which at pre- 
sent interferes with the administration of justice in the King’s Bench 
Division, and I hope shortly to make an announcement on the subject. 


A story is (says the Central Law Journal) told of an Arkansas judge. 
It seems that when he convened his court at one of the towns on hi 
circuit it was found that no pens, ink, or paper had been provided, 
and, upon inquiry, it ap that no county funds were available 
for this purpose. The judge expressed himself somewhat strongly, 
and then drew some money from his own pocket. He was about to 
hand this to the clerk, when a visiting lawyer, brought on to defend a 
case of some importance, spoke up, in an aside plainly audible over the 
room : ‘‘ Well,” he remarked, with infinite contempt, “* I’ve seen some 
pretty bad courts, but this—well, this is the limit!”’ ‘‘ You are fined 
$25 for contempt, sir! Hand the money to the clerk,’’ said the ju 
and when the pompous visitor had humbly complied, he continued : 
“‘ Now, Mr. Clerk, go out and get what pens, ink and paper the court 
may require, and if there is any left over, you can giye gentleman 
his change.”’ 
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A lawyer’s clerk has (says the Daily T'elegraph’s Paris correspondent) 
got intotrouble for having embezzled upwards of £5,500, the property 
of clients, which his employer has had to make good to them. Suspicion 
having fallen upon him, he was arrested, and when questioned he 
coolly exclaimed : ‘‘I had a taste for luxury, and when I found that 
f had big sums at my disposal I was seized with giddiness.”” How had 
he contrived to get through a matter of between £5,000 and 46,600 
in a couple of years? He drew up a little account of his expenditure 
in a most accommodating manner. Among them were purchase of an 
automobile, £600; upkeep of the same and chauffeur’s wages during the 
two years, £800; purchase of a fishing boat, £80; two years’ rent of 
a ‘‘chasse,’’ £800; purchase of a bit of ground, £320; life insurance, 
£200. The rest of the money was devoted to daily expenses, which 
the clerk himself admitted to have been decidedly extravagant. 


Monday, June 28th, being the Grand Day of Trinity Term at Gray’s- 
inn, the Treasurer (Mr. J. H. Campbell, K.C., M.P.) and the Masters 
of the Bench entertained at dinner the following guests :—The Right 
Hon. Lord Macnaghten, G.C.M.G., the Right Hon. Lord O’Brien, the 
Right Hon. A. Birrell, K.C., M.P., the Right Hon. Lord Justice 
Vaughan Williams, the Right Hon. Lord Justice Buckley, the Right 
Hon. Walter Long, M.P., the Right Hon. Sir Edward Carson, K.C., 
M.P., the Right Hon. Sir Horace Plunkett, K.C.V.O., the Right Hon. 
Charles Scott Dickson, K.C., M.P., the Hon. Mr. Justice Darling, the 
Hon. Sir Robert Stout. K.C.M.G., Sir Lawrence Alma-Tadema, O.M., 
R.A., the President of the Law Society (Mr. J. S. Beale), and Major 
Malcolm Murray, M.V.O. The Benchers present, in addition to the 
Treasurer, were :—His Royal Highness the Duke of Connaught, K.G., 
Lord Ashbourne, Mr. Henry Griffith, Sir Arthur Collins, K.C., Mr. 
Arthur Beetham, Mr. John Rose, His Honour Judge Mulligan, K.C., 
Mr. Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., Mr. Montague 
Lush, K.C., Mr. Edward Dicey, C.B., Mr. T. Terrell, K.C., Mr. H. C. 
Duke; K.C., Mr. Manisty, K.C., Mr. Edward Clayton, K.C., Mr. 
A. E. Gill, Mr. Vesey Knox, K.C., Mr. J. R. Atkin, K.C., Mr. W. P. 
Bryne, C.B., Mr. J. W. McCarthy, and Mr. Montagu Sharpe, with 
the preacher, the Rev. R. J. Fletcher. 


Mr. Hatton W. Summers is reported by the American Law Review 
to have said, in an address to the District and County Attorneys’ 
Association of Texas:—‘‘I have been referring, gentlemen, to 
the cases where the defendant has the money to conduct his 


defence. Upon the brutal negro rapist and the poor, friendless 
white man the keen sword of the law falls with a quick 
vengeance, for which I make no complaint. What towering 


majesty, what show of strength, what scant ceremony is displayed 
when a penniless prisoner cowers in the dock! But mark 
the change when some rich defendant comes marching boldly into the 
court room surrounded by his coterie of lawyers, and throws down the 
cnallenge to the constituted authorities and defies the powers of the 
State to punish him. It is pitiable to behold the glaring weakness of 
our law revealed by such conditions. The man whom the lawyers do 
the courtesy to address as ‘Your Honour’ is no longer a judge in 
fact, with the power to expedite and give direction to the trial. With 
the duties of a judge to perform, but possessed of powers far less than 
those of a moderator at a religious gathering, he sits under the uplifted 
lash of the court of criminal appeals, occupying a reserved seat, wit- 
nessing a judicial farce. I know this is strong language, but I ask 
those who may take exception to it to point to a half dozen men in the 
whole history of Texas, who were able to employ the best legal talent 
in the State to defend them, who were punished adequately, if at all, 
for high crimes, though there have been hundreds of them who 
deserved the gallows. The truth is, I do not recall a single one. Yet 
we boast of the impartiality of our laws and speak eloquently of the 
equality of our citizens before them. Laws that railroad the negro 
rapist to the gallows and send the poor white felon to the penitentiary 
with dispatch, but fall impotent at the feet of the rich criminal! We 
have laboured under an egotistical delusion with regard to our institu- 
tions and had a false pride in them long enough. It is time we open 
our eyes to the real situation and like men begin its correction. This 
over-solicitude about protecting the men charged with assassination 
and under-solicitude about protecting the citizen from agssssination 
has gone to seed in this country: not only in the higher crimes, but 
from murder down to disturbing the peace, the vice permeates the whole 
svstem, and worse than all, is rooted in the sentiments of our people. 
The weakness of our svstem. manifest in the failure of the State to 
avenge the wrongs of the citizen, has led to a state of quasi-anarchy, 
where every man is more or less the avenger of his own wrong; this 
condition is directly responsible for lynching, for many homicides and 
other crimes against the person.’ 
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COURT OF APPEAL. 


TRINITY SITTINGS, 1909. 
(Continued from p. 602). 
FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION, 
(Final and New Trial List.) 
1909. 

Broadbridge v Grover appln of Trustees in Bankruptcy of deft for 
judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated April 8, 
1909, - trial before Mr Justice Sutton and a common jury, Middlesex 
May 1 

Scott 1d v International Plasmon ld appl of pltfis from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bray, without a jury, Middlesex, dated March 3, 1909 May 12 

Flood & Son Id v The General Steam Navigation Co ld appl of defts 
from judgt of Justices Darling and Jelf, dated April 7, 1909 May 13 

In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889, and 
Arbitration between Good & Sons and Raab Karcher & Co appl of 
Raab Karcher from judgt of Mr Justice Channell (special case), dated 
March 22, 1909 May 15 

Knight, Frank & Rutley v Matthews, Rogers & Co appln of defts 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 6, 
1909, at trial before Mr Justice Grantham and a special jury, Middle- 
sex May 15 : 

Shimherg v Ravenshear appl of Rubinstein & Co from judgt of Justices 
Ridley and Jelf, dated May 5, 1909 May 18 

Ravenshear v Shimberg appl of Rubinstein & Co from judgt of Justices 
Ridley and Jelf, dated May 5, 1909 May 18 

Brittain v Goyt Spinning Cold appln of Maple & Co for judgt or new 
trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated May 8, 1909, at trial 
before Mr Justice Sutton and a common jury, Manchester May 18 

Brake (widow) v Hope appl of deft from judgt of Justices Bigham 
and Walton, dated Feb 4, 1909 May 19 

Midland Ry Co v Myers, Rose & Cold appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
a. hannell and a special jury, Middlesex, dated May 12, 1909 
Ma 

Saeneaed v Biss appl of pltff from judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge, Mid- 
dlesex, dated May 51909 May 20 

Sutcliffe v The Great Western Ry Co appl of defts from judgt of 
Justices Darling and Jelf, dated May 10, 1909 May 24 

Corner v Anthony appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Coleridge in 
Chambers, dated May 17, 1909 May 25 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between The Bristol Gas Co and The 
Bristol Tramways and Carriage Cold appl of Bristol Tramways and 
Carriage Co ld from judgt of Mr Justice Phillimore (special case), 
dated April 28, 1909 May 25 

H E Foster & Cranfield v The Wilkinson Sword Co ld appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex, 
dated May 15, 1909 May 27 

Williams & Son Id and ors v Parsons & Parsons appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Coleridge, without a jury, Middlesex, dated 
May 13, 1909 May 27 

Doggett v Britannic Insce Co ld appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Coleridge and a common jury, Middlesex, dated May 22, 1909 
May 28 ; 

FROM THE PROBATE, DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 

(ADMIRALTY). 
With Nautical Assessors. 
(Final List.) 

1909. 

Cordova—1308—Folios 271 and 280 (Consolidated)—The Owners of 
Steamship Codigearn v Owners of Steamship Cordova (damage) appl 
of defts from judgt of The President, dated Dec 3, 1908 Feb 6 

Corinthean—1908—Folios 398 and 399 (Consolidated)—The Ulster Steam- 
ship Co ld v The Steamship Corinthean (damage) appl of defts from 
judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Feb 11, 1909 March 8 

Clan Macpherson—1908—Folio 605—The Owners and Orew of the Steam- 
ship Gauntlet v The Owners of the Vessel Clan Macpherson, her Cargo 
and Freight (salvage) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave 
Deane, dated Feb 8, 1909 March 8 

Shira—1909—Folio 188—The Owners and Crew of the Steamship Indian 
v The Owners of the Steamship Shira, her Cargo and Freight (salvage) 
appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated March 6, 
1909 April 3 

Cranley—1908— Folio 337—The Hamburg-American Line v The Owners 
of 88. Cranley, her Cargo and Freight appl of defts from judgt of Mr 
Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Feb 18, 1909 April 16 


Without Nautical Assessors. 
1908. 


August Leffler—1908—Folio 320—Thomas Drexbury (trading, &c,) ¥ 

e Owners of the Vessel August Leffler appl of defts from judgt 
The President and Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Nov 18, 1908 
Dec 4 
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1909. 

Salvador—1908—Folio 561—Wilson, Sons & Co ld v Flanders (breach of 
contract) appl of deft from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, 
dated March 1, 1909 March 11 

Salvador —1908—Folio 561—Wilson, Sons & Co ld v Flanders (breach 
of contract) appl of pltffs from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, 
dated March 1, 1909 April 23 


(Interlocutory List.) 

Allanton—1909—Folio 91—The Bank of New South Wales v The Owners 
of SS. Allanton (necessaries) appl of defts from order of The 
President, dated May 17, 1909 May 27 ; 

Allanton—1909—Folio 98—MclIlwraith, Eacharn & Co Proprietary ld 
and The Seaham Colliery Co ld v The Owners of SS. Allanton and her 
Freight (necessaries) appl of defts from order of The Pregident, dated 
May 17, 1909 May 27 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 


Judgment Reserved. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
Dean and anr v Brown appl of deft from order of Justices Darling and 
Jelf (c.a.v. May 13) (Heard before The Lord Chief Justice, Fletcher 
Moulton and Farwell, LJJ) 


FROM THE KING'S BENCH DIVISION, 


(Interlocutory List.) 
1908. 


In the Matter of an Arbitration between Messrs Enoch & Sons, Pro- 
prietors of St James’ Hall and Vert Sinkins Concert Direction ld and 
In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 appl of Enoch & Sons 
from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated March 28, 1908 April 8 
(s o liberty to apply to restore) ; 

Grant & Sons v Pickfords 1d appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 
Ridley, dated May 1, 1908 (s o liberty to restore) April 12 

Pouchon v Michel’s Composite Sleepers ld appl of defts from order 
of Mr Justice Ridley, dated May 6, 1908 (s o 7 days’ notice to restore) 
May 23 

1908. 


W. Kennedy ld v Mayor, etc, of Barrow-in-Furness appl of pltffis from 
order of Mr. Justice Bucknill, dated Jan 20,1909 part heard Jan. 29 
(s o for date to be arranged) 

Campbell & Handman v Erpingham Rural District Council appl of 
pltffs from order of Mr. Justice Bucknill, dated Jan 15, 1909 Jan 29 
(part heard before Vaughan Williams, Buckley and Kennedy, LJJ) 

Blackwell & Co vy Mayor, Aldermen and Burgesses of the Borough of 
Derby appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Bucknill, dated Jan. 27, 
1909 Feb. 10 (s o till Judgment given in No. 4) 

Woods v Lyttelton and ors appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice 
Channell, dated April 29, 1909 May 12 

Cowdery v Ward appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated 
May 3, 1909 (security ordered) May 12 

Rupchand & Co v Harrison appl of deft from order of Mr. Justice 
Coleridge, dated May 12, 1909 May 22 

Mangena v Wright appl of pltff from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated May 4, 1909 May 22 

Webster v The Federal Steam Navigation Cold appl of pltff from order 
of Mr Justice Pickford, dated May 14, 1909 May 24 

Cutler v Ducker appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Phillimore, 
dated April 20, 1909 May 26 


In re The Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1906. 
Judgment Reserved. 
(From County Court.) 


Charing Cross, Euston and Hampstead Ry v Boots appl of respt fram 
award of County Court (Middlesex, Westminster) (Heard before 
The Master of the Rolls, Buckley and Kennedy, LJJ, May 28, 1909) 


In re The Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 1897 and 1906. 
(From. County Courts.) 
1909 


Gallager v Crossfield & Co appl of res ts from award of County Court 
peice, Barrow-in-Furness and Ulverston), dated Jan. 22, 1909 
e 

Boswell v Gilbert appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Worcestershire, Pershore), dated March 18, 1909 April 3 

Watson v Sherwood appl of applicant from award of County Court 
ee iekahire, Birmingham), dated March 3, 1909 (security ordered) 
a] - 

Gane v Norton Hill Colliery Co appl of applicant from award of County 
a ( pamesetahive, Temple Cloud Midsomer-Norton), dated April 17, 

aig! 

bbing v Graysons ld appl of applicant from award of County Court 

Fe ca ire, Birkenhead), dated April 27, 1909 May 13 

txon-Howe v The Owners of the Ship “Norton” appl of respts from 
May it County Court (Durham, Sunderland), dated April 29, 1909 


male v Owners of the Ship “Isle of Erin” appl of respts from award 
M County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated April 30, 1909 May 19 
eDatmactt v Owners of ss “Tintoretto” appl of mate from award 
County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated May 20,1909 May 22 





Russell v Edgell appl of respt from award of County Court (Somerset- 
shire, Temple Cloud Midsomer-Norton), dated May 8, 1909 May 26 
Davies v St. Helen’s Castle Rubber Co ld appl of applicant from award 

of County Court (Lancashire, Warrington), dated May 6, 1909 May 26 
Clark vy Green appl of applicant from award of County Court (Northum- 
berland, Haltwhistle), dated May 6, 1909 May 26 a 
Burroughs & Watt ld v Davies and ors appl of applicants from award 
of County Court (Glamorganshire, Cardiff), dated May 6, 1909 May 27 
Hale (Frances Annie) v Powell’s Tillery Steam Coal Co ld appl of 
respts from award of County Court (Monmouthshire, Tredegar), dated 
May 11, 1909 May 27 


N.B.—The above List contains Chancery, Palatine and King’s Bench 
Final and Interlocutory Appeals, etc., set down to May 28, 1909, 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, Jane 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lowitep 1n Caancrry. 


Baxenpaves, Lrp—Creditorg are required, on or before July 14, to send in their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims. to James Douglas Walker, 
K.C. (care of ane S Co, The Sanctuary, West ninster), liquidator 

Crry Garaer, Ltp—Petn for winding up, preserted J ine 10, directed to be heard on 
July 12. Judge & Priestley, Broad st bidgs, so’ors for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of July 10 

Crarxs, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 19, directed to be heard at the 
Court House, Corporation st, Birmingham, on July 5. Jeffery & Co, Temple row 
Birmingham, soloref.r petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-nsm 
not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of July 3 

@. T. Sonex & Co, Lrp (1m Votuntary Liguipation) —Creditors a:e required, on or 
before July 31, to send in their names and aidresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or ciaims, to Herbert Lonsdale, 26, North Jonn st, Liverpool, liquidator 

New Moror anp Generac Russsr Co, Lrp—Petn for windiog up, presented June 21, 
directed to be heard on July 6. Tree & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields. solors for petnere. 
——-s eopereing must reach the above-named not Jater than 6 o’clsck in the after- 
noon 0 iy 

Norruagren Peotocrapuic Co, Lrp —Petn for winding up, presented June 10, directed 
tobe heard on July 9. Niel & Crute, Sunderland, solors for petners. Notice of 
5 a must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

'y 


Rovunp Hovss Cotturery Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to ser d 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John 
Entwistle, 27, King st, Wigan. Wilson, Wigan, solor for liquidat»r 

T. H. Izzazp & Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented June 19, directed to be heard 
on July 6. Edwin & Co, Trinity at, Southwark, eolors for petner. Notice of appear- 
it g must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Jaly 5 

Watts Bros, Lrp—Creditors are require3, on or before July 12, to send their names 

ani and the particulars of their debts or claims, to A. E, Sherrey, 131, 
Edmand at, Birmingham, liquidator 

Unuimitep 1x Caancery. 

Norra Western Evecrarciry awp Power Gas Co—Petn for winding up, presented 
June 28, directed to be heard on July 6. Loughborough & Co, Austin Friars, solors 
for petners. Notice of appearing mast reach the abo\e-named not later than 6 
o’clock in the afternoon of July 5 


Counry Pauating or Lancaster, 
Luartep mm CHANCERY. 

Mountarw & Gisson, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented June 23, directed to be heard 
at St. George’s Ball, Liverpool, on July 5. Slater & Co, Manchester, solors, Notice 
Ss eppenring must reach the above-named not later than 2 0’clock in the aftsrnoon of 

y 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 29. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwitsp in Cuancery. 


Britise Empire Streamsure Co, Lrp (tx Votuntary Liqumation)—Creditora are 
required, on or before July 24, to send their names and yy and the partica- 
—_ = debts or claims, to Arthur H, Chalmers, 5, Fenwick st, Liverpool, 
iquidator 


Burrovens Appine AND ReeistexIna Macuine Co, Lro—Creditors are required, on 
or before Aug 14, to send their names and addressts, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Will'am Hudson Langford, 65, High Holborn, liquidator. Ashwell, 
Nottingham, solors to the liquidator 

Groner Ramsay-Warp & Co, Lrp—Creditora are required, on or before July 26, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George 
Ramsay-Ward, 18, Mount Pleasant rd, Lewisham, liquidator 

Joszra VU. Smira, Lrp- itors are r quired, on or before July 31, to send their 

particulars of their debts o: claims, to Alfred Tooke, 


names and addresses, and the 
60, Watling st, liquidator 

Smyrna Matr Exraact Syyprcare, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, 
to send their names and addre-:ses, and particalars of their debts or claims, to 
Frederick John Asbury, Finsbury Pavement House, a 

Vaveuan & Coox, Lrp—Creditora are required, on or ‘ore July 31, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Leonard V. 
Houseman, 1, Clements inn, liquidator 

UnNuimitep rn CHAncery. 

Carvers’ aNp Grtpgrs’ Asytum Funp Sociery—Petn for winding up, presented 
June 25, di to be heard July 16,at the Court Houee, Half acre, Brentford, 
at10. Whitfield & Co, Surrey st, d, colors for the Notice of appear. 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the aft ernoon of July 15 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 


London Gasette.—Fuipay, Jure 25. 
N. I. Paviorr, Lap 
G, T. Sotey & Co, Lrp 
Enetise Cextox Propucs Co, Lrp 
J. G@. Devetorment Synpicatzs (Ruopesia), Ltp 
Gtovosstze Moror Cas Co, Lto 
Sanront Ano Lame anp Eneinerutne Co, Lrp 
Unitomw Pressrvine Co, 
Wrieur, Layman, & Umuny, Lrp 
Rourp Hovse Cotiisay Co, Lrp 
Ggyeva Tramways Co (1906), Lrp 
Sreeiisine Syxpicats, 
Gittert Motor Co, Lrp 
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i London Gazette.—Tvusspay, June 29 
Lowe Baecteroat Beracuina Co, Lrp 

Coatzs & May, Lrp 

Taxtor, Waven, & Marswaur, Lrp 

Swrvewa Matt Bxreacr Sywpicate, Lrp 

Satispuny. Lanp Corporarioy, Lrp 

Matours, Lrp 

Trauian ‘‘ Rarrp”’ Moror Oo, Lip 

Mextcaw Laxps anp Rattway Trust, Lrp 

Bugrovens Avpine anp Reeistee1nc Macuimg Co, Lrp 
Peat Inpusreira, Lrp 

Arnisak Goip Concrsstons or West Arrica, Ltp 
Merats Exraaction Synprcitre, Lro 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


July 6.—Mesars. Copn, at the Bull Hotel, Rochester, at 3: Freehold Properties (see 
advertisement, psge iii, June 26). 

Juty 7.—Me-srs, Trotpore, at the Mart, at 2: Mansion and House (see advertise- 
ment, back page, June 26). 

July 7.—Messrr. Donatpson & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Houses, &ec. (see advertise- 
ment, psge iii, Jane 26’. 

Jaly 7.—Messrs. 'Anorzews & Hatt, at the Mart, at 2: 
advertisement, back page, June 26°. 

July 8.—Messrs, Fanesrorsenr, Evtis, Ecerton & Co., atthe Mart, at 2: Residence 
(see advertisement, pxge i i, this week), 

July 8.—Messre. Cooper & Govipine, at 2: Houses (see advertisement, page iii, 


this week). 

July 13.—Mersra. Worsrorp & Havwarp, at the Mart, at 2: freehold Building 
Estates (see advertisement, psge iii, this week) 

July 14.—Mesers. Humpert & Fuint, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Estate (eee adver- 
tiserent, back page, thie week). . 

Jaly 14.—Me‘srs, Hamrrow & Sovs, at the Mart: Freehold (see advertisement, 
pege v. Jane 12). 

July 14 and 16,—Messrs. Humerrt & Furnt, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Eatate aud 
a —. and Property and Freehold Investments (see advertisement, back 
page, June 5). 

July 15,—Messrs. Rocers, Cuarman & Tuomas, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold and 
Leasehold Residences and Premieres (see advertisement, page v, June 12). . 

July 15.—Mesers. Davin Busnetr, Son, & Banpevey, at the Mart: Freehold Shop 
Properties, Freehcld and Leasehold Ground-rents, and Building Sites, &c. (see adver- 
tise nent, back page, June 19, and this week). 

July 16.— Messrs. Mansn & Pirsons, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Properties (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

July 16.—Mesars. Exviis & Sor, at the Mart,at 2: Freehod Licensed Property and 
Freehold Ground-rent (see advertisement, page iii, this week’. 

July 19.—Messrs. 8. Watxer & Son, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents and 
Pr perties (see advertisement, back page, Juns 26). 

July 20.—Messrs. Dessnnam, Tewson, Ricnarpson & Co., at the Mart, at 2; Free- 
hold Investments (sce advertisement, page ii, June 19). 

July 21.— Meesrs. Epwix Fox & Bovsrixtp, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold G oun3-rent 
aud Family Residence (cee aivertieement, back page, this week). 

July 22.—Messre. Farrsroragr, Exvxis & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Residences 
(see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Jaly 27.—Mesrsrs. Driver, Jonas, & Co.,at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground-rents 
and Premises (see advertisement, page iii, this week). 

July 27.—Mesers, Dszenuamu, Tewson, Ricuarpson, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Ground-rents (see advertisement, back page, this wees). 


Freehold Investments (see 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Lire Pouicres, AND SHARES, 


Meeers. H. E. Fosrzr & Crawrie.p held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 886) of the 
above-named Interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C.,on Tbursday last, when 
aT Lots were sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 

7 ic 
POLICIES OF ASSURANCE— 


For £2,000 a Se = Pe ais “ Sold £2.270 

For £499 19s, ... 9c sd ive deb es odd ag ove “ £774 

For £1,650) val one ia eae om one = ae oge »» £1,286 

For £32.000__... ‘ini ie as end ere yam es soe » £65,725 

For £2900 ma ie Sd Ses ai die ss oi Ae Pe £345 
ABSOLUTE REVERSION to £428 10s. ... dis aa = £276 
FULLY-PAID POLICY for £1,000 ais ved S £739 
REVERSION to One-third of Three Funds » e pv £399 
A Similar Lot ... ods = Sas : s deo os m £110 
ROOK LIFE ASSURANCE CO.— 50 Shares of £5 each, 102. paid » £206 5s. 
AUCTION MART CO., LTD.—50 £5 O:dinary Shares and 50 £5 

Preference Shares, fully paid... is =e sa sed ‘a »» &561 5s. 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 -& 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, Jane 18. 


Batrove, Coris Denison, Woolwich July 24 Hughes, Edgware rd 
Biap, Litiaz Leonora, Ashley gdns, Westminster, Mining Engineer July 17 Bartlett & 
Gregory, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Boor, Mary, Bedford Park, Chiswick July 10 Booth & Smee, Victoria Embankment 
Brain, Tuomas, Stroud, Gloe July 15 ‘Winterbottom & Sons, Stroud 
Baioas, Evizavern, Hunslet, Leeds July17 W & E H Foster, Leeds 
Brows, Taomas Loxortetp, Bradford July 31 Wade & Co, Bradford 
Caney, Hareier Mantaa, Radway, Warwick July 19 Aplin & Co, Banbury 
Caauine, Avraep W111,14M, Riber, nr Matlock, Farmer July 20 Heny & Heny, Matlock 
Creeke, Gronaina, Landkey, Devon July 24 Tatham & Procter, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Coat, Rosert Henry, Brook st, Doctor Augi Ward & Son, Norfolk st, Strand 
Coox, Janes, Axbridge, Somerset, Stationmaster June 30 March, Axbridge 
Davis, Evtza, Southend July16 W & F Gregson, Southend on Sea 
as. ,— Soe a 4 O & K Daniel, Ramsgate 

ABBER, Faspericx WILL, vonshire pl July 26 Farrer & Co, Lincoln’ 
Frxcn, Joux, Cornwallis road Aug Oliver, Finsbury pymt ‘ sine ata 
page, wee Birkenhead, Licensed Victualler July 17 Holden & Cotton, 





Francis, Farpenicx, Lee, Kent July 14 Forbes & Co, t; 
Gray, Mazy, Esher, Surrey July od Sherrard & pve 


Sons, Gresham st 
——. o Sein, Theingstens, Leicester, Licensed Victualler July 24 Moss & 
A oroug! 
Hannisox, Hexny, Weston super Mare July 31 Dickinson & Co, Weston super Mare 








Haze, Wiii1aM James, Norbury July 17 Simpson & Bowen, Princess st, Bank 
Heyes, Evwarp Hovenroy, Southport, Grocer July 18 Balshaws, Bolton 
Hunt, Harry, Earls Colne, Essex, Engineer July 31 Beaumont & Son, Coggeshall 
Jackson, Isapetta Saran, Gythe, Kent July 19 Sherrard & Son, Gresham st 
Jevury, ALrrep, Greenwich July 15 Holmes, Newcastle on Tyne : 
JEwsLL, JetuRo, Brook st, Kennington rd, Musle Hall Artist July 26 Hindley & Co}. 
linson, Liverpool 
Kaye, Saran Euizasetu, Liverpool: July 16 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
Lewis, Janz, Southport July 31 Ashworth & Inman, Manchester ; 
a, ne Cooma, Streatham July 21 Huntcr & Haynes, New sq, Lincoln’s ing 
elds 
Lovett, Szuina, Newport, Mon August13 Moxon, Newport Mon 
Maciean, Lacuuan Moray, Aberdeen July 28 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 
Marks, Rev Professor Davin Woo.r, Maidenhead July 24 Sydney, Finsbury pavement 
Maresporr, THeopore, Mount st, Berkeley su July 31 Smsth & Co, London Wall 
Morvecat, Estuer, Bow rd July 31 Joseph, Fore st, Moorgate st 
Moreery, Magia, Holmfirth, Yorks July 23 Ward & Hirst, Huddersfield 
eater. a Witmor Tarvor, Ivybridge, Devon August 9 Shelley & Jobng, 
ymout’ ° 
ares. Joux Buackxsuay, Hipperholme, Yorks July 12 Westwood & Howe, 
radfor 
Octevent, Evizasera, Saltburn by the Sea, Yorks July 21 Preston, Middlesbrough 
Orway, Henrietta, Eatonsq July 17 Richardson & Co, Golden eq, Regent st 
Ox.ey, Emity, Cardiff July5 Morgan & Box, Cardiff 
Oxcey, Wiuuiam, Cardiff July5 Morgan & Box, Cardiff 
Ports, Epwarp, Monton, nr Eccles, Lanes, Architect August 1 Innes, Manchester 
Ripperr. Leonarp Cuar.es, Ryde, I of W, Architect July 31 Clarke & Co, John at 
Bedford row 
Roseers, James Faepeaicx, Gt Yarmouth June 30 Lyrnde; Gt Yarmouth 
Roginson, Jouy James, Moss Side, Manchester, Linen Draper August15 Dyke, Duchy 
of Lancaster Office d 
ee Isaac, Cheetham, Manchester, Tailor July 18 Lingard & Gaunt, Man 
chester 
Sansom, Craupe Morris, Warley, Worcester, Engineer July 19 Walker & Hanson, 
ottingham 
Sarcest, Ecizaxern Any, Belfast, Ireland July 31 Sutton, Manchester 
cates, Wiuitam Henry. Piccvdily Julv19 Petch & Co, Bedford row 
Scorr, Ross, Barkston edns South Kensington Julv 17 Henderson & Co, Philpot ln 
Suravey, Samvet, Clifton, Kristol, Grocers August6 Hudson & Co, Bristol 
Syowpen, Fraxcis, Tunbridge Wells, Carman July 16 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 
Tex, Francis Jouy, Lyndhurst grove, Peckham, Builder Ju'y 31 Dade & Co, Queen 
Victoria st 
Tewere, Wittiam, Sydenham July 24 Clayton & Gibson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Taompson, Rev Hevry Nasa, Ryde, [ of July 31 Chester & Co, Bedford row 
Tuck, Wituiam, Scarborough July3l Turnbull & Sons, Scarborough 
Tunstaut, Isaneita, Cuerden, Lancs July 16 Woodcock, Bam erbridge 


London Gazette.—Tusspay, June 22. 


Baur, Witu1Am, Blackpool. Cab Proprietor June 30 Kay, B'ackpool 

Bararactovesr, Josers, Shelf, nr Halifax, Grocar July 31 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Bartrams, Georce Buavp, Kilworthy ia Tavistock Aug5 Chilcott & Chilcott, Tavistock 

Bazatoerrer, Cecttta Jane, Exmouth Jaly 22 Petherick & 80ns, Exmouth 

Bietwe ty, Rev Georrry, Ashley, Chester Aug7 Ashworth & Iaman, Manchester 

Bowyer, Jaye, Grimsbury, Oxford Jualy5 Biiss & Fisher, Banbury 

Buatey, Mary Jackson, Ipswich July 31 Clemeits & Co, King William st 

Crarke, Anyg, Colwyn Bay July 30 Lane & Co, Birmingham 

Cuirrorp. CaarLes Wacrer, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Barrister at Law July 31 Talbot, 
Birkbeck Bank chmbrs, Holborn 

Coorger, Canon Wicttiam Henry, Worthing July 22 Lewis & Co, Albany Court yd 

Corrreett, Water, Wantage, Berks, Butcher July 3t E & E B Ormond, Wantage 

Coucpen, Joszra, Mitcham July 29 White, John st, Bedford row 

Douay, Frances, Newport, lof W August7 Eldridge & Sons, Newport, I of W 

Dysox, Jouw Exury, 8t Anneson Sea July 9 Richardson, Brighouse 

Evry, Gzorat, Meynell Langley, Derby July 31 Hobson & eaten, Derby 

Fiemwet, Frank, Bayswater July 14 Ruck, Norfolk st 

Fouey, = aed Mary Anse, Colville ter, Bayswater July 19 Buch & Sons, West Brom- 
wic! 

Forsyrts, James, Tettenhall, Staffs July 24 Neve & Cresswell, Wolverhampton 

Founrats, Joux,Cowley August 1 Woodbridge & Sons, Uxbridge 

Go.ornorrs, Mary, Wetherby, Yorks. July 31 Jones & Co, Leeds 

Greenstape, Mary Anne, Reading July 31 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Hame.eron, Sornia Exvizasera, Harbury, nr Leamington July 31 Poulter, Queen Vie- 
toria st 

Hancock, Hangietr, Green Lanes August 1 Withers & Co, Arundel st 

Henperson, Isaperta Macqueen, Eastbourne July5 Kidstons & Co, Glasgow 

Henperson. Joun Younc, Eastbourne July 5 Kidstons & Co, Glasgow 

Huster, yoo ALFReD, Heaton, Newcastle upon Tyne July 23 Gibson, Newcastle- 
upon Tyne 

acti Mask, Fe Essex, General House Furnisher July 31 Kearsey & Oo, 

annon 8 

Janieson, Jane, Newton Abbot, Devon July 21 Webster & Watson, Newton Abbot 

Lez, Emma, Brighton “July 17 Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 

Lewis, Toomas Frexe, Abbey Dore, Hereford July 31 Tyrrell & Co, Albany ct yd 

Keasron, Geonce Henry, Hastings July 16 Hores & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Krasy, Witir1am ALpuxua, Scarborough, Valuer July 22 Hart, Scarborough 

Meeepiru, Mary, Aberdulais,Glam July 22 Whittington, Neath 

Mituze, Ropeart, Forest Gate, Physician July 31 Carr & Co, Rood In 

Mitcue.t, Rosert, Long Lawford, Warwick, Farmer July 21 Wratislaw & Thompson, 


Rugby 

means 1 Wannen, Royalcres, Holland Park July 17 Murton-Neale, Tunbridge 

e 

Muae.etox, Mary Awy, Cambridge rd, Anerley July 29 Aird & Co, Brabant ct 

ee: baer Cambridge rd, Anerley, Fancy Dealer July 29 Aird & ©, 
ra ct 

Morray, Resecca Magia, Pembridge sq July 19 Biddle & Co, Aldermanbury 

Oxvprietp, Witiiam, Ovenden, Halifax, Boiler Coverer July 31 Jubb & Co, Halifax 

Reyyoutps, Marra Louisa, Hampstead July 31 Seagrove & Co, Chancery In 

Riavey, James, Leicester July 13 Harding & Barnett, Leicester 

Sankey, Many Faances, Stafford July 27 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

Scnorie.p, Ec1zs, Belgrave mans, Grosvenor sq July 3t Batesons & Co, Liverpool 

Simpson. Wittiam, Hadleigh, Suffolk. Maltster July 19 Newman, Hadleigh, Suffolk 

Suita, Eomunp Warwick, Bycullah Park, Enfield, Spice Broker July 20 Sykes, 

see ans, Newbiggin by the Sea, Northumberland, Hotel Keeper August 12 Webb, 


Sternens, Frederick, Alton, Hants August 16 Downie & Gadban, Alton 
Tayion, Amgcia, Oxton, Cheshire July 16 Hosking. Liverpool 
THACKERAY, ALExAnveER, Saint Fagans, Glam, Stockbroker July 19 Linton & Soa, 


Tresippgr, Wiitiam To.wiz, Saint Ives, Cornwall, Solicitor Sept *18 Whiteford & 
Ben: outh j 


Wacer, Joux, Wetherby, Yorks July 15 Jones & Co, Leeds 
Watmsiey, Mary Avy, Anfield, Liverpool July 3 Goodier, Preston 
Watson. Racuer Thornton Heath ity fs & Son, Perry vale, Fotest Hill 
Weir, Witt1am Hamitrow, Baltrasna, Balbriggan, Co Dublin July 31° Andrew & ©, 
Great J ames st, Bedford row - 
Wits, Joszrn, Plymouth,J P July 24 Rooker & Co, Plymouth 
Wisoy, Atrgep, Borneey July 19 Hulbert & Co, Liverpool st £ 
Wisves, Eur Aaeee Avetrs Ganaruead, St Heliers, Jersey July17 King & Co, Quel 


July 3, 1909, — 
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~ Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Frivay, June 18, 
Latentont. Wa aan e Warri 
Asatzy, JOHN, ‘ord, Warri nm, Grocer alring- 

ton’ Pet June16 Ord June 16 
Arxinsox, Berwarp, Addingham, Yorks, Grocer Bradford 

Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Biacksunn, Watter, Honor Oak Park, Kent, Tutor 

Greenwich Pet May12 Ord June 15 
Boxer, Marxs, and Gasaizi Rinet, Commercial st, Egg 

Importers High Court Pet April 26 Ord June 16 
Bust, JosepH Eart, Manchester, Plumber Manchester 

Pet May 17 Ord Junel4 
Ouatxe, Cuantes, Northampten, Sugar Boiler Northamp- 

ton Pet Junel4 OrdJune 14 
Corroxy, Atsexrt Wiireep, Dover st, Piccadilly, Theatrical 

Manager High Court Pe: April 22 Ord June 15 
CazicnTon, Witt1AM Henry, Neath, Glam, Builder Neath 

Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Doxsam, Ex.est, Boston, Lincs, Builder Boston Pet 

Juneié Ord June 16 
Expsacott, James, Leds, Boot Repairer Leeds Fet 

June 15 Ord June 15 
Forxett, Francis Antnvur, Northampton, Fruiterer 

Northampton Pet June 14 Ord Jume 14 
Forsss, Henry, London p!, London Fields, Boot Manu- 

facturer High Court Pet June15 Ord June 15 
Gotpseac, Saran, Brick In, Woollen Merchant High Court 

Pet May11 Ord June 12 
Harsisox, Louis Jutivs, Great Yarmouth, Rag Merchant 

Great Yarmouth Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
Hooker. Ecrtex Mania, Chislehurst Croydon Pet June 

9 Ord June 16 
Hurcurxeon, Ropert, West Auckland, Duham, Baker 

Durham Pet Junel2 Ord June 14 
Joncensmxyr, Pavurt, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Enamel 

Worker Carmarthen Pet June 14 Ord June 14 
Liswettyy, Samurr, Bedlinog. Glam. Grocer Merthyr 

Tydfil Pet June15 Ori June 15 
Marsu, Ewma Myra, Bromley, Schoolmistress Croydon 

Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Mornis, Saucer, Bury, Lancs, Cycle Dealer Bolton Pet 

June 15 Ord June 15 
Mosniuer, Gzoree, Green at, Upton Park High Court 

Pet June 16 Ord June 16 
Oxpuan, Samus, Leigh, Lancs, Bricklayer Bolton Pet 

Junel4 Ord June 14 
Owex, Witttam Huca, Lianberis, Carnarvon, Printer 

Bangor Pet Junei4 Ord June 14 
Paint, Joun Sypyey, Bethnal Green rd, Plumber High 

Court Pet May 25 Ord June 16 
Powter, J, Walton on Thames, Builder Kingstcn, Surrey 

Pet April15 Ord June 14 
Bsxton, Cuartes, Dongola rd, Plaistow, Builder Hig} 

Court Pet May 21 Ord June 12 
Szppon James, Hoylake, Chester, Builder Birkenhead 

Pet May 28 Ord June 15 
Sura. Frepericx, B adford, Hairdresser Bradford Pet 

June 14 Ord June 14 
Suita, Sessene, Leeds, Grocer York Pet June 14 O.d 

une 14 
Brock, Eu warp Jony, Blagdon, Builder Wells Pet June 

14 Ord'June 14 
Taomas, Wituiam, Llansamlet, Glam, Spelterman Swan- 

rea Pet June 15 Ord June 15 
Tucker, Frepertck, Northam, Devon, Fishmonger 

staple PetJunel4 Ord June 14 
Warcurer, Emre, Queen’s Gate, Journalist High Court 
Pet Mar 8 Ord June 14 
ARD, Frepeaick, Teignmouth, Devon, Music Dealer 

Exeter Pet June14 Ord June 14 
Wanruey, Henry, Coldharbour In, Brixton High Court 

Pet April28 Ord June 14 
Westizy, Jonny, Sheffi-ld, Boot Dealer Sheffield Pet 

Juve 16 Ord June 16 

Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 

London Gazette of June 8: 
Taxes, Joux Taomas, Weobley, Hereford, Blacksmith Leo- 

minster Pet June4 Ord June 4 

London Gazette.—Turrpay, June 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Avpy, Banxyamty, sen, Great Yarmouth, Jobbing Gardener 

Great Yarmouth Pet June19 Ord June 19 
Apeiswaup, Matitpa Emity, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, 

Jobmaster High Court Pet June 17 Ord June 17 
Brckwirn, WittiaM LAWREN« n, Leeds Leeds Pet June 18 
Bu 0.d June 18 

Brows, Aprrep Haty, Aberamap, Aberdare, Lasurance 

Agent Aberdare Pet June19 Ord June 19 
Couzy, ae. Sheffield, Draper Sheffield Pet June 16 

une 
Dawsox, Cuantes, sen, Stukeley rd, Forest Gate, Coal 
Dealer High Court Pet June 18 ‘Ord June 18° 
Dowmay, Hanny, Worksop, Painter Sheffield Pet June 17 
une 
Finup, Ennest Geratp Gorpox, Littleport, Cambs, Boo 
, P > t 
Go. Dealer Cambridge Pet June 14 Ord June “a 
ieee, F, Wilkes st, Spitalfields, Baker High Court 
Ez y20 Ord June 18 
488on, E, & Co, Liverpool, Butchers Liverpool Pet May 
et. | a ~~ > 17 i 
&8,Joun Henry, Leicester, Hosiery Warehouseman 
hen & a June “= June 19° 
6, Gkorcr Witiiam, Kingston upon Hull, Si man 
4 mupon Hull Pet Junels Ord a 
OuNstox, Tom, Carlisle, Confectioner Carlisle Pet June 
Bhd = June » 
, Epwarp uTcarieLtp, Aberdovey, Merioneth 
) Head Merchant Aberystwyth Pet and 19 Ord 
Tours, Haney, West Felton, Oswest Salop, Innkee 
, ’ 0) 

Wrexham’ Pet June 15° Ord June 16 " 
Kauury, Wririam, Bexley Heath, Kent, Tob acconis 
Ma Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

So Josern Rous, Amsand Park rd, Twickenham, 

petal Clerk Brnfod Pet June 18 Ord June 





Meroatre, Atrrep Ernest, Elswick, Newcastle on Tyne 
— Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 16 Ord 
une 16 


Papiey, Francis, Westcliff, Southend on Sea, Builder 
Chelmsford Pet April7 Ord June 17 

Preasants, Wiit1am Hoves, Norwich, Motor Maker 
Norwich Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Savery, Jamuus, Wer Bristol, Tripe Dresser 
Bristol Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Scagierr, Gxrorcs, Gondar gdns, West Hampstead, 
Butcher High Court Pet May 13 Ord June 17 

Szatoy, Pair, Watford, General Bioker High Court 
Pet May 27 Ord June 17 

Sronz Aagrtuue, Chellaston, Derby, Farmer Derby Pet 
Junel7 Ord June 17 

Vicnotes, H H, Redcliffe sq, Earl’s Court High Court 
Pet May 15 Ord June 17 

Weiter, Danie Micaet, Victoria st, Motor Manufacturer 
High Court Pet April30 Ord June 17 

WILxkixson. Percy, Dewsbury, Pianoforte Tuner Dews- 
bury Pet Jane17 Ord June 17 

Woop, Arruur, Buglawton, Chester, Platelayer Maccles- 
field Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

ApgLswarp, Matitpa Eurty, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, 
Jobmaster June 30at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Baines, Eczaton Caaries Aveustus, Henley on Thames, 
Surgeon June 30 at 12 14, Bedford row 


ee Wituiam Lawrnance, Leeds June 30 at 11 


ff Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 
Bezp, Eanest Wriatam, Sketty, Swansea, Glam, Boot 
Dealer July? at12 Temperance Hal', Pembroke Dock 
Bice, Luxe, Sheffield, Provi-ion Merchant June 30 at 12 
ff Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
CaRgLeton, Joux, Morecambe, Tailor July 1 at 2,30 
Snowden’s Auction Rooms, Yorkshire st, Morcambe 
Crarke, Coartes, Northampton, Sugar Boiler June 30 at 
11.30 Off Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 
Cox, Grorce, Darerit, Kilsby, Nothampton, Fstate 
Agent June 30at3 Off Rec. 8, High st, Coventry 
Dawson, CHARLES, ren, Stuk.lev rd, Forest Gate, Coal 
Dealer July 2at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Dexnisoy, Hvuas, Highcliffe, nr Christchurch, Butcher 
July 1 at 3.30 Arcade chmbrs, Bow nemouth 
Dounuam, Ernest, Boston, Lincs, Builder July 6 at 2.15 
Off Rec, 4and 6, Wes' st, Boston 
Dus Ham. Harey, Worksop, Notts Painter June 30 at 3 
Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Fosx+ tr, Francis Artaur, Northampton, Fruiterer June 
30 at 11 Off Rec, Biidge st, Northampton 
Go.pstern, F, Wilkes st, 8pitalhelds, Baker June 30 at 2.30 
Bankiuvtcy bldgs, Carey st 
Goywour, Herseat, Monmouth, Grocer and Baker June 
£0 at 11 Off Ree, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 
Harton, Louis Jucivs, Great Yarmouth, Kag Merchant 
June 30 at 3 Off Rec 8, King st, Norwich 
Gutcuixsox, Rosert, West Auckland, Durham, Baker 
July 2at3 Off Rec 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
Jackson, Tuomas, Whitworth, Lancaster, Stone Merchant 
July 6 at 11.30 Townhall, Roch ale 
foxes, Davip Rers, Neath, Glam, Ironmonger Jute 30 at 
11 Off Ree, G vernment bldgs, Swansea 
Jurernsmever. Pavut, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Enamel 
_ June 3) at1l Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmar- 
en 
Lircu¥ikLp, Esexezer, Long Eaton, Derby, Lace Designer 
June 30 at 11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Moss, Tuomas, Church Coppenhall, nr Crewe, Joiner June 
30 at 12 Imperial Hotel, Edleston rd, Crewe 
Pasmicianni, G, & Son, Wardour st, Provision Dealers 
June 30 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Parry, Wittiam, Bavgor, Carnarvon, Assistant to Milk 
ps carro June 30 at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
e ter 
Penn, reheat Leamington, Warwick, Bootmaker June 


30 at il Off Ree. ‘= st, Coventry 

Praits, Emtry, Sheffield, Licensed V-ctualler June 30 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Prick, Tsomas Georcr, Birmingham, Architect July 2 
at 1130 Ruskin chmbis, 191, Corporati st, Bir- 
mingbam 

Roserts, Joun, Neath, Ham. Tailor July 2 at 11.39 Off 
Rec, Government bldgs. Swansea 

Savery, Jameer, Saint Werburghs, Tripe Dresser June 39 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Scartett, Grorce, Gondar gdns, West Hampstead, 
Butcher July1latil Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Seaton, Purr, Watford, General Broker July 1 at 1 
Bankruptcy bldg, Carey st 

Srock, Epwarp Jonuy, con, Somerset, Builder June 30 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Tuomas, Witt aM, Liansamlet,Glam, Spelterman June 30 
at12 Off Rec, Government bidgs, Swansea 

Tucker, Farperick, Northam, Devon, Fishmonger July 





6at3 94, Hi a 5 
Viexo.es, H H, sq, Is Court July 1 at 12 
Bankru:; bid st 


ptcy 
Wricat, Panten Micust, Victoria st, Motor Manufacturer 


June 30 at 12 ew ee. Carey st 
West ey, Joan, Sheffield, Dealer June 30 at 2.30 
Off Rec, Figtree lo, Sheffield 


Wivemay, Evizanera Apa, Measham, Leicester June 30 
at12 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Wi kiyson, Percy, Dewsbury, Pianoforte Tuner July 2 
at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Wituame, W 8, @ Vean, Redruth, Cornwall, Butcher 
July Lat 12 Off Rec, Old Miners Bank, Truro 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Appy, Bexsamin, sen, Great Yarmouth, Jobbing Gardener 
Great Yarmouth Pet June 19 Ord June 19 

ApéLswarp, Maritpa Emity, Portsdown rd, Maida Vale, 
Jobmaster High Court Pet Junei7 O:d June 17 

Breoxwits, Wittiam Lawrence, Leeds Leeds Pet June 
18 Ord June 18 

Beep, Eayest Wi.t1am, Sketty, Swansea, Boot Dealer 
Pembroke Dock Pet May 10 Ord June 18 

Burrows, Atrarp Hart, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, 
Insurance tt Aberdare. Pet June19 Ord June 19 

Cagenaotp, Artaur, Bridgend, Draper Cardiff Pet 
2 Ord June 18 








Pine na Grae her Lease * 


Dawrow, Ona Stuk rd, Forest Gate, Coal 
Desler High Gonrt’ Pet Juss 18 Ord June 18° 
eae yb me: Worksop, Paiuter Sheffield Pet J 


upe 17 
Gator, Jouy Witiram, Kenni ter, Kennington park 
Licensed Victualler’ Bigh Pet May 24 Ord 
une 


Homes, Joux Hexay, Leicester, Hosiery Warehouseman 

‘ arty Snead i. June 19 Ord June 19 — 

avixG Georcs WiLL1AM, Kingston upon A 

upon Hull Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Jackson, Tuomas, Whitworth, Lancs, Stone Merchant 
Rochdale Pet May 26 Ord June16 

Jounston, Tom, Edentown, Carlisle, Confectioner Carlisle 
Pet June 19 Ord June 19 ; 

Joxrs. Epwarp Hvronrierp, Aberdovey, Merioneth, 
F meg Merchant Aberystwyth Pet June 19 Pet 

une 19 

Jonzs, Hanny, West Felton, Oswestry, Innkeeper Wrex- 
hem Pet June15 Ord June 15 , ? 

Jones, Percy Viscenr, Piccadilly, Captain High Court 
Pet Feb3 Ord Juve 17 . 

Ke.iey, ‘Wiiuram, Bexley Heath, Kent, Tobacconist 
Rochester Pet June 18 Ord June 10 

Levy, Airrep Isaac, Mansell st, Aldgate, Spcnge 
Merchant High Court Pet May 18 Ord June 19 

Mararrson, Wittiam James, Queen’s av, Muswell Hill, 
Builder High Court Pet April 30 Ord June 17 

Marca.re, Atraep Ernest, Elswick, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Hairdresser Newcastle on Tyne Pet June 16 Ord 
June 16 

Paice, Tsomas Grorae, Rirmingham, Architect Birming- 
ham Pet April28 Ord June 16 > ft 

Rasyett, Leo James, Gravelly Hill, Birmingham B_r- 
mingham Pet May 26 June 16 

Rosrets, Jony, Neath, Glam, Tailor Aberavon Pet June3 
Ori June 17 

Strong, ARTHUR, Chellaston, Derby, Farmer Derby Pet 
June 17° Oid June 17 ¢ 

Wikinsow. Percy, Dewsbury, Pianoforte Tuner Dews- 
bury Pet June17 Ord Junel7 

Wituiams W H, Tolgus Vean, Redruth, Cornwall, Butcher 
Truro Pet May 28 Ord June '8 

Woop, Arraur, Key Green, Buglawton, Chester, Platelayer 
Macclesfie'd Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Wormatp, Lieut Grorce, HMS Swale High Court Pet 
Mar 3 Ord June 17 

Youpe, Rosert, Roker, Sunderland, Advertising Contrac- 
tors Sunderland Pet Mari3 Ord June 18 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLFID. 
Neate, Atorrnon Hastines, Barton st, West Kensington 
High Court Adjud Nov 4, 1904 Anoul June 16, 19(6 


London Gazette.—Fripay, June 25. 


RECEIVING ORDERS 
+ E, Dean st High Court Pet May 23 Ord 
une 21 
Arreer, Erxxest Wiuiiam, Westgate on Sea, Barman 
Canterbury Pet June 23 Ord June 23 : 
Austes-Frost, JosrpH Caries, Rayleigh, Essex, 
renee Gardener Chelmsford Pet June 22 Ord 
une 22 


Baccetr, WittiaM.Jons, Abercynon, Glam Pontypridd 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 ’ 

Betrrs, Horace Eowarp Dyker, Great Massingham. 
Jot. Farmer King’s Lynn Pet June 21 Ord 
une 


Birkin, Bicnarp Nogt Betcuer, Gedling, Notts, Traveller 
Nottingham Pet May 28 Ord June 14 

Bow.er, Ersest Epwarp, Hafod, Swansea, Grccer 
Swansea Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Brexp, Mrs 8 J, and C M Curtis, Pilton Quay, Barn- 
staple, Davon, Coal Merchants Bar Pet 
June 10 Ord June 21 

Cuitcorr, Wiuuam, Exbridge, Morebath, Devon, 
Labourer Exeter Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Cooxe, Joux, Burnley, 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Davies, Lewis Partir, Maesycwmmer, Monmouth, Grocer 

hetgg oo Mon Pet June2i Ord June 21 

Davis, Farperick Witiiam, Commercial rd East, House 
Agent High Court Pet May 28 Ord June 2t 

pr Cuermont, Jonn Arxoip Roseart, Lime st High Court 
Pet May7 Ord Junel 

De Wirt, Mary Josers. Cromartie rd, Hornsey Rise, 
Nurse High Court Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

DiaGie, Joseru_Ropert, T len, Kent Hastings Pet 
June 22 Ord June 23 


Eps, Groner, H i Sussex,] Baker Brighton 
Pet June 23 Ord Jane 23 
Evans, Anniz, Pembroke Dock, Milliner Pembroke 
Dock Pet June2i Ord June 21 
Fermantan, Canto Pavut, Harlesden, Hairdresser’s 
Assistant High Court Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Garn, Cuagies, Port Glam, 
Neath Pet June 22 
Cold: 


Gusx, Mary, Brighton, 
June 21 Ord June 21 

Hawxmonp, Harry, Chatham, Provision Merchant Rc chester 
Pet June 22 Ord June 32 

Hastiz, Ropert Caowr, Liverpool, Hotel Proprietor Liver- 
pool Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Hopexixson, Lroxarp VeRnor, , Chester, Grocer 
Macclesfie'd Pet June 28 Ord June 23 j 

Hvumpureys, J W, Hove, Sussex, Boot Dealer Brighton 
Pet June 8 Ord June 21 

Jenkinson, AntHuB, Norwich, Newsagent Norwich Pet 
June 23 Ord gop 23 

Jouxstox, Jonx YD, ae. nr Wigan, Doctor 
Wigan Pet May 20 June 21 ; 

ee ee gaa nr Abergele Liverpool Pet June 4 


une 
Joxgs, Wittiam Davip, Abercynon, Glam, Baker Ponty- 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 


Jorpax, Marrix, Oldham, Carter Oldham Pet June 238 
Ord June 23 


Enginter Burnley Pet 







| 
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egy Percy, Aldgate, Tobacco Dealer High Court | 
Pet Junoe5 Ord June 23 | 

Laycasarre, Haywarp, Masborough, Rotherham, Yorks, | 
Collier Sheffield Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Lawrence, Tuomas, Manchester, Cycle Agent Manchester 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Lewis, Garr, Swansea, Ironmonger Swansea Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 

Licat, J, Harrogate, Builder Bradford Pet June 7 
Ord June 23 

Loneworrn, Jouy, Hollinwood, nr Oldham, Confectioner 

Idbam Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Pgatrietp, Atrrep, Portsmouth, ‘Beerhouse Keeper 
Portsmouth Pet June 21 Ord June 21 ) 

Penney, H Mowracvr, High st, Hampton Hill, Auction- 
eer High Court Pet May 18 Ord June 23 

Retr, Hawry Witt14m, Southend on Sea, Draper’s Can- | 
vasser Chelmsford Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Sune, Ratra Frevericx Henry, Piccadilly, Mineral Broker 
High Court Pet April 28 Ord June 14 

4 Josera, Siddal, Halifax, Baker Halifax Pet 
June22 Ord June 22 

Waker, James, Flaxmere, Norley, ae, 
Warrington Pet Jane 23 Ord June 2 

Watxker, Lronarp Hisess, Manchester, isis etite 
tacer Manchester Pet June 9 Ord June 2 

Wacker, Sauvet Revusex, Uppor Gloucester H Clarence 
gt High Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Warrex, Joux, Nuneaton, Warwick, Saddler Coventry 
Pet June2t Ord June 21 

Win, Faancis Cuantes, Hulme, Manchester, Boot Polish 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet June8 Ord June 21 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Appy, Beyyamix, sen, Gt Yarmouth, ——. Gardener 
July 3 at 12.39 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwic 
— E, Dean st July 5at 12 Spakereiey bldgs, 


Labourer 


Carey st 

ASHLEY, A oo Latchford, be ro Grocer July 3 at 
11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Mancheste: 

Baaoetr, Witutam Joux, een. Glam July Gat 12 
0: , Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Bouryz, Epuuxp Kemp, Eynsham, Oxford, Doctor July 6 
at1l Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Burrows, ALFRED Hatt, y Neacencongl Aberdare, Glam, 
Insurance Agent July 5at2 Off Rec, County Court, 
Townhall, Merthvr Tydfil 

Cuaucotr, Witt1am, Exbridge, Morebath, Devon, Labourer 
July 8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Davis, Fazpgaick Wittiam, Commercial rd East, House 
Agent June 5 at il Bankrupicy dldgs, Carey st 

pE CurrmontT, Jonn Aryoip —— Lime st Juy Gatl1 | 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 

eames Eowarp. = wigen, S worfolk, Greengrocer Jnly 

3 at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Dz Wirt, Many; JosePs, Cromartie rd, Hornsey Rise, Nurse | 
July 5at 1 ‘Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st | 

Dunas, Coartes Gorpon Cummine, East Cliff, Ramsgate, 
Kent July 3at 11.30 Off Rec, ‘68a, Castle st, Canter- 


ury 
Eyxyx. Roger Royston, Kingham, Oxford July 6 at 2.15 
2, Offa st, Hereford 
Fermaniax, Carto Pavut, Harlesden, MHairdresser’s 
Assistant July6ati11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Gate, Isaac, Nottingham, Grocer July6at11 Off Rec, 
4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Guxx, Masy, Brighton, Fishmonger July 7 at 11 Off 
Ree, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 
Guynevt, Harney Harper, vyr, Grosmont, Hereford 
July 6 at3 2, Offa st, Hereford 
Homes, Joun Henry, Leicester, Hosiery Warehouseman 
Jaly5at12 Off Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 
Humeuzeys, J W, Hove, Sussex, Boot Dealer J uly 6 
Room 76, Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Iavine, Georce Wii.14M, Kingston upon Hull, Signalman 
uly3at il Off Rez, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
gate, Hull 
a Harry, West Felton, Oswestry, Salop, Innkeep:r | 
7at 2.30 Wynnstay "Hotel, Oswestry 
ila 1Lu1AM Davin, Abercynon, Glam, Baker July 6 
at ll Off Rec. Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
Jouxstox, Joux Lioyp, Upholland, nr Wigan, Doctor 
July 5 at 1.30 Court house, Crawford st, Wigan 
Jounsox, Tom, Edentown, Carlisle, Confectioner July 3 | 
atll 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 


at 12 


| Taomas, Joseru, Siddal, 


Kewtzy, Artaur, Agrnur Kewiey, jun, and Roserr 
Ketter, Coventry, Builders July 5 at12 Off Rec, 8, 
High st, Coventry 

Kewtey, Witttam, Bexley Heath, Kent, Tobacconist July 
5at2 115, High st, Rochester 

Lange A, Marlow July 5 at 3 Bankruptcy b'dgs, 

Jarey &' 

Lea, JH. 8, Eastbourne, Tobacconist July 7 at 11.30 Off 
Ree, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Marais, Josep Rous, Amyand Park rd, Twickenham, 
Commercial Clerk July 5 at12 14, Bedford row 

Mercatrer, Atraep Ernest, Elswick, Newcastle on Tyne, 
Hairdresser July 3 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 

Owes, WILiiamM ucn, Lianberis, Carnarvon, Printer 

July 7at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row Chester 

Resp, Jonn Epwarp, Stamford, Lincs, Baker July 3 
at 12.45 Stamford. Hotel, Stamford 

Roprson, Jonny Roseat, Grantham, Wine Merchant July 7 
at 12 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Sroye. Arruor, Chellaston, Derby, Farmer July 3 at 11 
Off Ree, 47, Fall st, Derb 

Svar. RALPa FREDERICK gewry, Piccadilly, Mineral 
Broker July 5at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs. Catey st 

Halifax. Baker July 6 at 10.45 
County Court, Presontt st, Halifax 

W5ITEHEAD, Tomas Newman, Walsall, Cabinet Maker 
July 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


ALEXANDER, Epgar, Dean st High Court Pet May 28 
Ord June 22 

Arraes, Eanest Witi1am, Westgate on Sea, Barman Can- 
terbury Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Austen-Frost, Josepn Cuaries, Rayleieb, Ess x, Land- 
scape Gardener Chelmsford Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Bacoett, Witiiam Joan, Abercynon, Glam Pontyp i¢cd 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Bartineton, Arcursatp, Chesham Bois, Bucks, Builder 
Aylesbury Pet May 12 Ord June 22 

Bow.rr, Ervest Epwargp, Hafod, Swansea, Grocer Swan- 
sea Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Busn, Frank Baker, Ridgmount gdns, Gov st, Builder 
High Court Pet April 27 Ord June 22 

ee LETON, Joux, Morecambe, Tailor Preston Pet May 


0 Ord June 22 

CurLcorr, WIitttan, —— Morebath, Labourer 
Exeter Pet June 21 Ord Ji 21 

Conzx, co Sheffield, Beuper. Sheffield Pet June 16 
Ord June 21 

Cooxe, Jonn, Burnley, Mechanical Engineer Burnley 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Darter, Wittiam Feepericx, Butler st. Multon st, 
Leather Merchant High Court Pet May 22 Ord 

Maestewmmer, 


June 22 

Davies, Lewis Partuip, Mon, 
Newport, Mon Pet June1 Ord June 21 

Dennison, Hues, Higneliffe, nr Christchurch, Hants, 
Butcher Poole Pet June 2 Ord June 21 

De Wirt, Mary Josers. Cromartie rd, Hornsey Rise, 
Nurse High Court Pet June 2t Ord June 21 

Dosing, Henry, High Wycombe, Bucks High Court Pet 
April 24 Ord June 21 

Epz, Gores, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex, Baker Brighton 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Evans, Anniz, Pembroke Dock, Milliner Pembroke Dock 
Pet June 21 Ord June2t 

Ferrmanian, Canto Pauu Station rd, Harlesden, MHair- 
dresser’s Assistant High Court Pet June 22 Ord 
June 22 

Fietp, Ernest Geratp Gorpon, gic Oras, Boot 
Dealer Cambridge Pet June 14 Ord 

Gary, Cuargtes, Duriston, Port Talbot, — _ 
Contractor’s Manager Neath Pet June 22 Ord 
June 22 

Goop, Wiiuam, Sutton Coldfield, Warwick, Carpenter 
Birmingham Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Gunx, Mary, Brighton, Fishmonger Brighton Pet June 
21 June 21 

Hammonp, Hasry, Chatham, Provision Merchant Roches- 
ter Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Hopextyson, Lronarp Vernon, Congleton, Chester, 
Grocer Macelesfleld Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

| Hu 5 J W, Hove, Sussex, Boot Dealer Brighton 
Pet June8 Ord June 23 


Grocer 








Jenkinson, ARTHUR, ~~ Newsagent Norwich Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Jonxzs, Witt1am Davin, Abercynon, Glam, Baker Ponty. 
pridd Pet June2i Ord June 21 

Jorpax, Martin, Oldham, Carter Oldham Pet June 9 
Ord June 23 

LawxcasHing, HaywarD, Masborough, Rotherham, Yorks, 
Collier Sheffield Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Lawrence, THomas, Manchester, Cycle Agent Manchester 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Lea, J H 8, Eastbourne, Tobacconist 
May 18 Ord June at 

Lewis, , tly Swansea, Ironmonger Swansea Pet Jung 
23 Ord June 23 

Loxoworts, Jouy, Hollinwood, nr em, Confectioner 
Oldham’ Pet June 23 Ord June 23 


Eastbourne Pet 


PeatrietD, A.reep, Portsmouth, Beerhouse Keeper 
Portemouth Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Re.tr, Heygy Wittiam, Southend on Sea, Draper's 


on _Sales 


ingham Pet May 26 Ord June 2 
Tuomas, Josera, Siddal, Halifax, Baker 
Labouer 
Warringtou Pet June 20 Ord June 23 
Wareen, Jonxn, Nuneaton, Warwick, Saddler Coventry 
turer Manchester Pet JuneS Ord June 23 
Fow.ts, E D, Kensington Hall gdns, Kensin 
April 16 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 


Canvasser Chelmsford Pet June 22 Ord June 22 
Ropson, Joan Rosert, Grantham, hate Merchant Nott 
Bumsoit, CHartes Avreep, Bushey, Herts, Solicitor 

Albans Pet Aprill Ord June 16 

Halifax Pe 

June 22 Ord June 22 
Waker, James, Flaxmere, Norley, Chester, 

Wa ker, Samvuet Revusen, Upper Gloucester pl, Clarence 

Gate High Court Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Pet June 21 Ord June 21 
Wi, Frascis Coarizs, Stretford, Boot Polish Manufac. 

RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 

man High Court Pet Feb 18 Rec O 

Resc and Dis June 11 
Jonzs, Joun, Neath, Glam, Insurance Agent Neath Adjud 

July 18, 1904 Annul june 10, 1909 


Litey, Epuunp, Gravesend, Pilot Rochester Adjud 
A 29, 1890 Annul June 17, 1909 
Licey, Epmunp, Gravesend, Pilot Rochester Adjud 


April 15, 1908 Annul June 17, 1909 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, June 29, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Baxer, Grorce, Bitton, Glos, Farmer Bristol Pet June 
24 Ord June 24 

Batvanting, Wit11amM Newatt, Carlisle, Painter Carlisle 
Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Bateman, James, Tunstall, 
June 25 Ord June 25 

BrinxwortsH, Toomas Cottier, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, 
Commission Agent Poole Pet June 25 Ord Tune % 


Staffs, Carter Hanley Pe 


Carryn, Peter, Anerley rd, Upper Norwood, Fruiterer 
Croydon Pet June 24 Ord June 24 
Copsiepick, Frepgrick James, Kenwyn, Cornwall, 


Butcher Truro Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Curriz, Ropest, Barnard rd, Clapham Junction Wands 
worth Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

Euuis, Coastes Apert, Healey, Batley, York, Leather 


Manufacturer Dewsbury Pet June 24 Ord 
June 24 
Ferris, Astiey, Chippenham, Wilts, Grocer Bath Pet 
June 26 Ord June 26 


Foster, Epwin Paice, Leeds, Boot Repairer Leds Pet 
June 25 Ord June 25 

Happeett, Witiram, Southall, House Furnisher 
Windsor Pet May 27 Ord June 23 

Horree, Cuarces, Otley, York, Grocer Leeds Pet June 

Ord June 25 

Hoagyer, Georce, Bramley, Leeds, Joiner Leds Pet 
June 3 Ord June 25 

Hussagp, Taomas, jun, Sharnford, separ, 
Leicester Pet June24 Ord June 24 


Jexkrnson, Epwarp Uswiy, Tonbri'ge, Tailor Tunbridge 
Wells Pet June 25 Ord June 25 


Farmer 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MoOooORGATH 


FUND. LIMITED. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


SrTRsAaT, LONDON, 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 





| X 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ano supervision of the Corporation. 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. | 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Jewaxs!, Arpesuir,and Prrosuaw Jewavysi, one st, 
— Dealers High Court Pet June 26 Ord 
June 

gm Wittram Cartes, Cumberland, 

oolmaster Carlisle Bet sane at Or rd June 26 
ang gauvaL Prior, Sarsfield rd, Balham, Cigar Dealer 
eee Ss . ~ 24 Ord June 24 . Ge 

Norsis, Jouy, court, Kensington urt 
Pet Feb8 Ord June 16 Hig 

Prace, Fraxx, Surbiton, Surrey, Commercial Traveller 
Kingston, Surrey Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Proves, Wittiam Henry, Tonyrefail, Glam, Grete Agent 
Pontypridd Pet June24 Ord June 24 

Rexsuaw, Lg Brampton, Chesterfield, Grocer Chester- 
field Pet June 26 June 26 

Sxssnipcr, Cuartes, Spot Gate Inn, nr — Stafford, 
Farmer Stafford Pet June 24 Ord Juni 

fawe1t, me | Ayn, Watford High oan Pet June 26 
Ord June 26 

Suvertock, Grorce Ferprricx, Southampton, Grocer 

Southampton Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Simpson, Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne. Lf oy Stationer 
Newcastleon Tyne Pet June 5 June 

fra, Richard Wiuiam, Cleethorpes, shal Great 
Grimsby Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Srevens, H, York rd, Battersea Wandsworth Pet April 
2% Pet June2 

Tayios, Frepericx, Eldon st, Financial Agent High 
Court Pet May7 Ord June 24 

Tayior, ‘ge WIttran, gy Wilts, Fish Mer- 
chant Swindon Pet June 25 Ord June 25 

comm James, Henry’s Mote, Pembroke, Licensed 
Victualler Pembroke Dock Pet June 26 Ord June 26 

Uuecesy, Samvet Sayer, Coatham, Redcar, Chemists’ 
Manager Middlesbrough PetJune24 Ord June 24 

Warr, Fraxx Goopwis, Denver, Downham Market, 

Norfolk, Farmer High Court "Pet May 19 Ord June 
24 

Wisrer, Ratpu, Coventry, Tailor Coventry Pet June 23 

Ord June 23 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 25 : 
Waker, Percy Witt1am, Manchester, Blouse Manufac- 
turer Manchester Pet June9 Ord June 21 


FIRST MEETINGS, 
AtpRipGz, A H, Tamworth, Ironroonger July 9 at 11.30 
Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
ARNOLD, JOHN, Blackpool July 9 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, 
Winckley st, Preston 
AUSTEN-FROST, JOSEPH CHARLES, Bayleigh, Essex, Land- 
scape Gardener July 7at2 Shirehall, Chelmsford 
Betts, HORACE EDWARD DYKER, Great Massingham, Nor- 





BOWLER, ERNEST EDWARD, Hafod, Swansea, Grocer 
July Sat 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, Swansea 
BREND, Mis 8S J,and C MCurTIS, Barnstaple, Coal Mer- 
chants July 13at3.15 94 ai gh st, Barustagio 

BRINKWORTH, THOMAS COLLIER, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, 
Commission Agent July 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, Midland 
Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

CAFFYN, PETER, Upper Norwood, a July 7 at 12 
132, York rd, Westminster Brid 

CARENGOLD, ARTHUR, Bridgend, Glam, Draper July 8 at 
3 Off Ree, 117, St Mary st, it 

COHEN, — Sheffield, Draper July 8 at 11.30 Off 

Figtree In, Sheffield 

CURRIE, ROBERT, Barnard rd, Clapham Junction, Paint 
Manufacturer's Manager "July 9 at 12 132, York rd 
Westminster Bridge 

wae * GEORGE, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex, Baker July 7 at 12 

Rec, 4 Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

sak CHARLES ALBERT, Healey, Batley, York, Leather 
Lace Matmfacturer July 8 at 11 Off Rec, Bank 
chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

EvANs, ANNIE, Pembroke Dock, Milliner July 7 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

FIELD, ERNEST GERALD GORDON, Littleport, Cambridge, 
Boot Dealer July 7 at 12 Off Rec, 5, Petty Cury, 
Cambridge 

Foster, EDWIN Prick, Leeds, Boot Repairer July 7 at 11 
Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

GaEN, CHARLES, Port Talbot, Glam, Contractor’s Manager 
July 7at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, Swansea 

HAMMOND, HARRY, Chatham, Provision Merchant July 
12at2 115, High st, Rochester 

Hasson, E, & Co, Liverp ol, Wholesale Butchers 
July 7 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

HoppER, CHARLES, Otley, York, Grocer July 8at1l1 Off 
Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

HORNER, GEORGE, Bramley, Leeds, Joiner July 7 at 11.30 

Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Hunt, ToM, Elton, Huntingdon, Baker July 9 at 11.40 
Law Courts, Peterborough 

JENKINSON, ARTHUR, Norwich, Newsagent 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

JEWANJI, ARDESHIR, and PIROSHAW JEWANJI, Oxford st 
Indian Art Dealers July 7 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 

JoNES, EpWaRD HUTCHFIELD, Ynyslas, Cardiga: 
Timber Merchant July 7at11 Corbett Arms Hotel, 
Towyn 

KRIGHTLEY, Percy, Aldgate Fast chmbrs, Aldgate, 
Tobacco Dealer July 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 


July 7 at 


Carey st 
LANCASHIRE, HAYWARD, Masborough, Rotherham, Yorks 
Collier July 8at12 Off Rec, Figtree lo, Sheffield 





onm.2 pe a Bradford, Builder July 8atil Off Rec, 12, 
e et, Bradford 


a. SAMUEL PRIOR, Sarsfeld rd, Balham, Cigar Dealer 
July 7 at 11.30 182, York rd, Westminster bridge 
Norkig, JOHN, Welbeck _ HF ensington July 7 at it 
Bankruptcy roy Oe. ret a 

PaDLey, Feancts, estciiff, Southend on Sea, Builder 

July 7at3 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

PEACE, FRaNkK, Surbiton, Surrey, Commercial Traveller 
July 9 at 11.30 132, Yorkrd, Westminster Bridge 

—— ALFRED, Portsmouth, Hants, Beerhouse 

r July 7 at 3° Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High 
pe 

inal, H MowyrTacour, Bampton Hill, Middlesex, 
Auctioneer July 7at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PLwASANTS, WILLIAM Hover, Norwich, Cycle Maker 
July 7 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

PROSSER, WILLIAM HENRY, Tonyrefail, Glam, Cycle Agent 
July 8at11 Off Rec, Post Office chmbre, Pontypridd 

RABNETT, LEO JAMES, Gravelly Hill, Birminghem July 8 
at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, Corporation st, Birmiogham 

RELF, HENRY WILLIAM, Southend on Sea, Draper's Can- 
vasser July 7 at 2.30 Shireha)l, Chelmsford 

StrzveEns, H, York rd, Battersea July 8 at 11.39 132 
York rd, Wesmioster Bridge 

TAYLOR, FREDERICK, Eldon st, Financial Agent July 8 
at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


WAIDE, FRANK GOODWIN, Denver, Downham Market, 


Norfolk, Farmer July 8 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st’ 
WALKER, JAMES, Flaxmere, Norley, Cheshire, Labourer 
July 7 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
WALKER, SAMUEL REUBEN, Upper Gloucester pl, Clar- 
ence Gate July 7at1i Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
WakRRREN, JouN, Nuneaton, Saddler July Sat3 8, High 
st, Coventr: y 
Woop, ARTHUR, Buglawton, Cheshire, Platelayer July 7 
atll Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 








EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited, 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pro- 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 


abana sree ose 





folk, Farmer July 8 at 11.45 Court house, King’s | LAWRENCE, THOMAS, Manchester, Cycle Agent July 7 at H. CLAYTON, Joint 
Lynn 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester y H. CLAYTON, N} Secretaries, 








INSURANCE 
No. 114, Chancery Lane, 


CHARLES P, JOHNSON, Esq., 


GEORGE WILLIAM BELL, Esq. 
H. D. BEWES, Esq. (Bewes & Dickinson). 


L, C, CHOLMELEY, Esq. (Frere, Cholmeley, & Co.). 
E. F. B. CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams, & Prior), 


F. E. E. FAREBROTHER, Esq. (Fladgate & Co.). 


Sir WILLIAM JAMES FARRER (formerly of Farrer & Co.). 
.). 


C. W. G GHAHAM, Esq. (Lawrence, Grahem, & 


W. A. {HALLOWES, Esq. (Hallowes & Carter). 


(Ras Brodie, & Hart). 


es 
a 
ae 


Seseron-—. 8. HARRISON nen & 8, Harrison & 


. (E. we Holmes, Son, & Fell). 





DIRECTORS— 
Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON, Chairman (Nicholson. 


RON. 





E. TREVOR LL, 
ROMER W: 


Co.). SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 





ALD PEAKE, Peake, Bird, Collins, 

JOHN DOUGLAS 7 Esq. (Morrell, Son, &  pecit: 
RICH. PENNINGTON, Ksq (Pennington & 
THOMAS RA’ Hay, (itis, 3 & Co.). 
JW, RIDER, bender, Heaton, © Wiran) 

Th LORD ar et N AN , 


R. W. TWEEDIE (A. ¥, & KW. Tweedie 
W. MELMOTH WALTERS, ‘ies : Walters & Co. 
E. H. WHITEHEAD, 


. (formerly 
ILLIAMS, Esq., D.L., =i (Williams 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 





SOCIETY Lr. 


London, W.C. 


Patterson, & Freeland). 
Vice-Chairman (Johnsons, Long, & Raymond-Barker). 
WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), 


Son). 


.O. (A. & H. White). 
» & Davidsons). 
of Newman, Paynter, & Co.), 
& James). 


This Society consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 


enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application, 


The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom. 


is able to offer special facilities to Solicitors for the transaction of Fire Insurance business on the most favourable terms, whilst it 
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--REDUCTIO 


1 “ Without Profits” 


Life Asse. Rates 


See the new Prospectus of the 


NORTHER 


ASSURANCE COY. L?. 
1 Moorgate Street, E.C. 
Accumulated Funds (1907) £ 7,089,000 


LONDON CUARANTEE AND 
7 AGGIDENT COMPANY (LIMITED). 


y’s Bonds are Accepted by the High Court as 
for RECEIVERS, LIQUIDATORS and AD- 
MINISTRATORS, for COSTS in Actions where security 
is ordered to iven, by the Board of Trade for 
OFFICIALS Gee ike e Bankruptcy Acts, and by the Scotch 
Courts, &c., &c. 
Claims Paid Exceed - £1,857,000. 
Workmen’s Compensation and Third Party 
including sige Risks, 





Fir 
Burglary, Lift, Plate Glass and Motor Car 
Insurance, 
HEAD OFFICE :—42-45, New Broad Street. E.C. 
West End Branch: No. 61, 8t. James’s Street, 5.W. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(Estistisuep 1828), 


Parchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Personal 
Property, and Life Interests ‘and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, 2637,525. 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard to 
20, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


INFANT ORPHAN ASYLUM, WANSTEAD. 
PaTRON : HIS MAJESTY THE KING, 

The Committee have much pleasure in announcing that 
the Lapy Mayoress, who will be accompanied by the 
Rieur Hon. THE LORD MAYOR, will distribute the prizes 
at the Asylum, on Wednesday, Juty 28th. 

JoHN HILL, Esq., the Treasurer, will preside. 

Subscribers wishing to attenu should apply to the Secre- 
tary for tickets without delay, as the number is limited. 

SUBSCRIPTIONS and DONATIONS towards the main- 
tenance, clothing, and education of the large number of 
children now in the Asylum are ——— a sted. 

Offices: 63, Ludgate-hill, 

Commr. HARRY C. MARTI a R.N.. oo and Supt. 

| een 


SEA ISLAND for the CURE of 
INEBRIETY. Ladiesand Genilemen. Freedom, 
Boating, Billiards, Golf, Fishing, &c, Resident Physician. 
Terms, $ to 5 guineas. Guile trev.—¥. N. UHAvRINGTON, 
Orea Island, Kasex. 2nd Sass Patients at £2 in village. 
ARL'S 
_— GOLDEN WES 1 r " @XHIBITION. 
Open'1l a.m, to 11 p.m 
Admission 1s., Children 6d., Weekly Tickets 2s. 6d. 
SEASON TICKETS (DOU BLE), 10s. 6d. 
Admission, including return fares from 150 London 
Stations, ls, 
A MAGNIFICENT DISPLAY OF AMERICA’S 
PRODUCTS AND INVENTIONS. 
L FRESCO CONCERTS BY 
THE BAND of H.M. IRISH GUARDS. 
The Famous 12th REGT. N.G.8. NEW YORK BAND. 
Conductor—J, Coughlin, 

















CHARITY AND POLICY UNITED 


Training Ship ‘ Warspite.” 


MARINE SOCIETY. 


For training poor boys of good character for 
the Sea Services only. 

From 1756 to 190: 1908 over 65,400 British boys 
supplied to British ships. 

An ANCIENT CHARITY in need of EXTENSION. 
Many candidates. Accommodation for 550. Funds 
allow 220 only. 

Contributions will be gratefully acknowledged 
by the SECRETARY, 


5, CLARK’S PLACE, BISHOPSCATE ST.,E.C. 








HOMES FOR LITTLE BOYS. 


Farningham and Swanley, Kent. 


“MANKIND IN THE MAKING.” 
The work of this Institution isin great need 


of Financial Support, and the Committee 


EARNESTLY PLEADS FOR 
SUBSCRIPTIONS, DONATIONS & LEGACIES. 


500 Orphan and Destitute Lads are 

being maintained, educated, and 

taught the rudiments of useful trades. 
EDMUND 8. HANBURY, Esq., Treasurer. 
J. DIX-LEWIS, Esq, J.P., Chairman. 
PERCY ROBERTS, Secretary. 


100, Temple Chambers, Temple Av., London, E.C. 








HE ROYAL NORMAL COLLBGR 


».and.. 
ACADEMY OF MUSIC for the BLIND, 
Upper Norwood, §.B, 


Patrons: Their Most Gracious Majesties 
THE KING AND queen. 





OBJECT :—So to efucate | the ‘Blind as to pre- 
pare them for self-maintenanca, 


RESULTS :—89 t» 90 per cent. of those com- 
pleting their course of training 
g0 out into the world and become 
successful, self-supporting men 
and women. 


NEEDS:—Funds needed to meet current 
expenses, and to pay off a mort- 
gage of £15,020. 


SOLICITS :—Subscriptions, Donations, and 
TESTAMENTARY BEQUESTS. 


CONTRADITIONS : :—May be sent.to the Right 
Hon. LORD STALBRIDGE, Hon. 
Treasurer, at the College ; or the 
Bankers—Messrs, BARCLAY & Co., 

1, Pall Mall East, 8.w. 





‘ Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, 


= BR, soo 


Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
shorteat notice. 


The BOOKSand FORMS kept in Stock for immediate une, 


Suare CenrivicAtes, Desentu: &e., 
rinted. OvricraL Szaus designed a pon Em ata e 


Solicitors’ fh acy Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO; 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agenta, &e, 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Berjeante’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Fited, 





BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 
SANATORIUM. 
FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS, 
Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Physicians. 
Terms 1} to3}Quineas. } mile from Station, G.E.R. 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford. Telegraphic Address : 
‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTINGFORD.,” 


INEBRIETY. 
MELBOURNE HOUSE, LBICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 
ro? ~ Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 

(Camb.). Prinsigal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. a a 
studs of of Inebriety. | ‘Thirty years’ 
om f References. For terms and .. 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
TetzeceaPruico Appress: “‘ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 











Treatment of INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
‘or Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 


For Tom &e. apply 4 
¥. 8. D. HOGG, M.RB.C.8., &c., 
Medicai 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rioxmansworts. 





EoLtLiDdDAyY 


SHASON. 


ACCIDENTS of an kinds, 


SICKNES 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, 


BURGLARY AND FIDELITY GUARANTEE RISKS 


INSURED AGAINST BY THE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO., 


Capital (fully subscribed) £1,000,000. 


64, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Claims paid £5,600,000. 
A. VIAN, Secretary. 








thora 


EDE, SON AND. RAVENSCROFT 
Founpep mm THs Retew or Witiiam & Mary, 1689, 
ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS, 
To H.M. THE KING & 8. a. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 
LBVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


REEVES & TURNER, 
LAW BOOKSELLERS AND PUBLISHERS, 
A Large Stock of Second-hand Reports and 

Text-books always on Sale. 
Libraries Valued or Purchased. 











3, Bream’s Bulidings, Chancery Lane, £6: 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


OHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL 
INVALIDS. 





Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on % 
application to 
BRAND & €O.,, Ltd., MAYFAIR, W: 





